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By Mr. TOMPKINS: Petition of Painters and Paper Hangers' 
Union No. 122, of Newburgh~ N.Y., against immigration from 
south and east of Europe-to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, Te olutions of Millard Division, No. 104, Railway Con
ductors, Middletown, N. Y, favoring a further restriction of Chi
nese Immigration-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

SENATE. 

WEDNESDAY, Ap'ril 9, 1902. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro

ceedings, when: on request of Mr.liARRIS, and by unanimous con
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap
prov.ed, if there be no o~jection. 

0. H. P. WAYNE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com

munication from the as istant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of 0. H. P. Wayne v. The United States; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH J. BRYAN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of John Bryan, administrator of Josiah J. Bryan, deceased, 
v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Represeniatives, by :Mr. J. W. 

BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 11535) for the protection of game in Alaska, and 
for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 173) to authorize the Commis
sioners of the District of Columbia to issue certain temporary 
permits. 

E:NROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 

signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 2442) confirming title to the State of Nebraska; 
A bill (H. R.10117) granting a pension to Sarah H. H. Lowe; and 
A bill (H. R. 10530) to repeal war-revenue taxation, and for 

other purposes. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of Stone 
Masons' Local Union No. 5, of Seattle, Wash., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing an educational te t for immi
grant to this country; which was refeiTed to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

He al o nre ented petitions of Stonemasons' Local Union No.· 
5, of Seattle, and of C~rpenters' Local Union No. 9 , of Spokane, 
in the, tate of Wa hington, praying for the enactment of legis
lation to exclude Chinese laborers· from the United States and 
their in ular posses ions; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLARK of :Montana presented a petition of the Montana 
State Agricultural Association, praying for the enactment of leg
islation providing for the irrigation of the arid lands of the West; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Division No. 191, Order 
of Railway Conductors, of Glendive, Mont., praying for there
enactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Mill and Smelters' Local Union 
No. 117, American Federation of Labor, of Anaconda Mont. 
praying for the enactment of legi lation providing an educational 
test for immigrant to this country; which was refeiTed to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

He also pre ented a memorial of Typographical Union No. 126, 
American Federation of Labor, of Butte, Mont., remonstrating 
against the adoption of certain amendments to the pre ent copy
right law; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CARMACK presented petitions of Bricklayers' Local 
Union No.1, of Memphis; of Retail Clerks' Local Union No. 151, 
of Memphis, iri the State of Tennessee; of the American Federa
tion of Labor, the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Fll·emen, the Order of Railway Con
ductors, the Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, the Order of 
Railway Telegraphers, the Sailors' Union of the Pacific, the In-

ternational Seamen's Union of America, and the Chinese-Exclu
sion Commission of California, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to exclude Chinese laborers from the United States and 
theii· insular possessions; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Paper Hangers' Local Union No. 
83, of Barbers' Local Union No. 'i9, of the Nashville Typograph
ical Union, and of Plasterers' Local Union No. 91, of Nashville; 
of Beer Bottlers' Local Union No. 195, of the Marine Engineers' 
Beneficial Association No. 20, of Switchmen's Local Union No. 
127, and of Bricklayers' Local Union No.1, of Memphis; of Knox
ville Typographical Union, No. 111, and of Paper Hangers' Local 
Union No.14, of Knoxville; of Painters, Decorators, and Paper 
Hangers' Local Union No. 226, and of Iron :Molders' Local Union 
No. 53, of Chattanooga; of Tobacco Workers' Local Union No. 52, · 
and of Iron Molders' Local Union No. 355, of Bristol; of Clarks
ville Typographical Union, No. 436, of Clarksville, and of Iron 
Molders' Local Union No. 165, of South Pittsburg, all in the State 
of Tennessee, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
an educational test for immigrants to this country; which were · 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman's Chris
tian Temperance Union of Antrim, N.H., praying for the adop
tion of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. · 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the Business Men's As
sociation of Davenport, Iowa, praying for the adoption of certain 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Bankers' Association of 
Cedar Rapids Iowa, praying for the repeal of the present bank
ruptcy law; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Business Men's Association 
of Pella, Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 1261) 
granting a pension to Nathan L. Faulkner; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 93, of Fort 
Dodge; of Lodge No. 130, of Eagle Grove; of Lodge No. 86, of 
Perry· of Lodge No. 520, of Council Bluffs; of Lodge No. 430, of 
Lake City; of Lodge No. 133, of Clinton; of Lodge No. 515, of 
Fort Madison; of Lodge No. 352, of Estherville, and of Lodge No. 
56, of Twin City, all of the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, in 
the State of Iowa, praying for the passage of the so-called Fora
ker-Corliss safety-appliance bill; which were referred to the Com
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of Coopers' Union No. 426, of Ot
tumwa; of Local Union No. 162, of Ottumwa; of Painters' Local 
Union No. 136, of Ottumwa, and of Local Union No. 313, of Ot
tumwa, all of the American Federation of Labor; of Local Union 
No. 869, United Mine Workers of America, of Boonsboro, and of 
Lodge No. 138, Brotherhood of Railroad · Trainmen, of Eagle 
Grove, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the passage of the 
so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of the 
word' conspiracy" and the use of "restraining orders and in
junctions'' in certain cases; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Painters, Decorators, and Paper 
Hangers' Local Union No. 548, American Federation of Labor, 
of Fairfield. and of Lodge No. 29, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire
men, of Mason City, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the re
enactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Lodge No. 515, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, of Fort Madison; of Local Union No. 548, 
American Federation of Labor, of Fairfield, and of the Painters, 
Decorators, and Paper Hangers' Local Union No. 83, American 
Federation of Labor, of Keokuk, all in the State of Iowa, praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for 
immigrants to this country; which were referred to the Commit
tee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 515, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen of Fort Madison, Iowa, praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the exclusion of all alien 
labor coming into this country; which was referred to the Com
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Federal Labor Union, 
No. 9370, American Federation of Labor, of Petersburg, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing an educational 
test for immigrants to this country; which was referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Fitchburg, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation pro
viding an educational test for immigrants to this country; which 
was refeiTed to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of Onoke Lodge, No. 211, Broth
erhood of Locomotive Firemen,· of Easton, Pa.! praying for the 
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enactment of legislation providing for the irrigation of the arid 
lands of the West; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Typographical Union No.2, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the adoption of cer
tain amendments to the present copyright law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented petitions of the Central Labor Union of Mead
ville, of the Central Labor Union of Lancaster, of the Central 
Labor Union of Shamokin, and of the Central Labor Union of 
Ashland, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
an educational test for immigrants to this country; which were 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of Captain Philip R. Schuyler Post, 
No. 51, of Philadelphia; of George Cook Post, No. 315, of Wells
boro; of Post No. 4.08, of Liverpool; of Robert Oldham Post, No. 
523, of South Bethlehem; of N. I. Pennington Post, •No. 283, of 
Fairmount Springs; of Lieutenant William H. Childs Post, No. 
286, of :Marietta; of Post No. 45, of Phcenixville: of Dr. G. L. 
Potter Post, No. 261, of :Milesburg; of George W. Moyer Post, 
No. 379, of Loganton, all of the Department of Pennsylvania, 
Grand Army of the Republic; of Colonel Ellsworth Circle, No. 
420, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Pittsburg, all 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legis
lation authorizing the granting of pensions to certain officers and 
men in the Army and Navy of the United States when 50 years 
of age and increasing the pensions of widows of soldiers to 12 
per month; which were refeiTed to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of 15 citizens of Euclid, 
and of 67 citizens of West Liberty, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 
prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Caroline Scott Harrison Circle, 
No. 78, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation author
izing the granting of pensions to certain officers and men in the 
Army and Navy of the United States when 50 years of age, and 
to increase pensions of widows of soldiers to $12 per month; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of 36 citizens of Meadville, of 102 
citizens of Deodate, and of 35 citizens of Corry, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the so-called Grout 
bill to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Glass Bottle Blowers' Local Union 
No. 83, of Kane, and of Journeymen Plumbers' Local Union No. 
147 of Wilkesbarre, of the American Federation of Labor, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation 
authorizing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the 
country; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Holbrook Local Union, No. 378, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Fireman, of McKees Rocks, Pa., and 
of the Honolulu Branch of the Sailors' Union, of Honolulu, Ha
waiian I lands, praying for the enactment of legislation to exclude 
Chinese laborers from the United States and their insular pos
se sions; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KITTREDGE pre ented a memorial of Typographical 
Union No. 218, of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., remonstrafug against the 
adoption of certain amendments to the present copyTight law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of Leon Steffire and 94 other cit
izens of Bowdle, S. Dak., praying for the adoption of the metric 
system of weights and measures; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Standards, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, of Green County, Wis., praying for the adop
tion of an amendment to tP.e Constitution to prohibit polygamy; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin Grand Lodge, 
Independent Order of Good Templars, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the improvement of the post ex
changes; which wa referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin State Game Pro
tective Association, praying for the enactment of legislation pro
viding for the protection of game; which was referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the p-rotection of Game. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of Wellington Harlan 
Post, No. 76, Department of Kentucky, Grand Army of the Re
public, of Danville, Ky. praying for the enactment of legislation 
authorizing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of 
the country; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Af
fairs. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of Jersey Shore Division, No. 
98, of the Order of Railroad Telegraphers, of Castanea, Pa., re
monstrating against the adoption of the enacting clause in the 
bill (S. 4553) to limit the meaning of the word "conspiracy" and 

the use of" restraining orders and injunctions" in certain cases; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Maine State Board of Trade, 
of Portland, :Me., praying for the adoption of certain amend
ments to the present bankruptcy law; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

MEDICAL INSPECTION OF PUBLIOe SCHOOLS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have an interesting communication from 
the Medical Society of the District of Columbia relative to the 
establishment of a system of medical inspection of the public 
schools' of the District. I move that the communication be 
printed as a document, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COIDIITTEES. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations re
ported an amendment providing for the appointment by' the 
Spanish Claims Commission of not exceeding two commissioners 
to take testimony in the island of Cuba, and providing for their 
compensation; and also authorizing the said commission, in place 
of the two clerks now in service, to employ an assistant clerk at 
the rate of $2,400, and one clerk at the rate of 1,600 per annum, 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria
tions, and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4762) to prevent any consular officer of the United States 
from aroepting any appointment from any foreign State as ad
ministrator, guardian, or to any other office of trust, without 
first executing a bond, with security, to be approved by the Sec
retary of State, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4776) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Emory River, in the State of Tennessee, by the Tennessee 
Central Railway or its successors; and 

A bill (S. 4777) to authorize the Nashville Terminal Company 
to construct a bridge across the Cumberland River in Davidson 
County, Tenn. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, from the Committee on Immigration, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13031) to prohibit the coming 
into and to regulate the residence within the United States, its 
Territories, and all territory under its jurisdiction, and the Dis
trict of Columbia, of Chinese and persons of Chinese descent re-
ported it without amendment. ' 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 52) authorizing 
the President of the United States to invite the Government of 
Great Britain to join in the formation of an international com
mission to examine and report upon the diversion of the waters 
that are the boundaries of the two countries, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 10091) granting a pension to Blanche 
Duffy, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6805) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
E. Stephens; 

A bill (H. R. 2241) granting an increase of pension to Dorothy 
s. White; . 

A bill (H. R. 1636) granting an increase of pension to James 
Austin; 

A bill (H. R. 7369) granting an increase of pension to Perry H. 
Alexander; and 

A bill (H. R. 9847) granting an increase of pension to Zachariah 
R. Saunders. 

Mr. McMILL.AN, from the Committee on the District of Colum
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4861) to regulate the as
sessment and collection of personal taxes in the District of Co
lumbia, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 1·eport 
thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re
p.orted an ame;ndment proposing to appropriate $5,000 for inspec
tiOn and reparr of the monuments marking the boundary line 
between the Un~~d States ~n~ Me~co, intended to be proposed 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill and moved that it be re
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

¥r· BATE introduced a bill (S. 5075) granting a pension to 
Eliza A. Brownlow; which was read twice by its title and re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. ' 
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Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 50t6) granting 
an increase of pension to Katharine W. Clarke; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5077) to reappoint Warren C. 
Beach a captain in the Army, and to place him on the retired 
list, in addition to ~e number now authorized; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. · 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 5078) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of John Esseltine; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on 1\filitary Affairs. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 5079) for the relief of 
George P. White; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5080) ·granting a pension to Hoster 
A. Farnsworth; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He aleo introduced a bill (S. 5081) granting an increase of pen
sion to John D. Pickard; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5082) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Harvey; 

A bill (S. 5083) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Fell; 
A bill (S. 50 4) granting an increase of pension to James Devor; 
A bill (S. 5085) granting a pension to Abigail Campbell; 
A bill (S. 50 6) granting an increase of pension to Willia~ M. 

Cockrum; 
A bill (S. 5087) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 

Carter; 
A bill (S. 5088) granting a pension to Maggie E. Knight; 
A bill (S. 5089) granting an increase of pension to James H. 

King; and 
A bill (S. 5090) granting an increase of pension to Edwin W. 

Harleman. 
Mr. ~cCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 5091) to grant land war

rants to the Delaware Indians residing in the Cherokee Nation; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. McCUMBER. To accompany the bill, I present a memo
rial of the Delaware Indians, which I move be printed as a docu
ment and referred, together with the bill, to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were 

aseverally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 5092) for the relief of the estate of Hem·y Sewell, de
ceased (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 5093) for the relief of W. W. Fussell; and 
A bill (S. 5094) for the relief of the estate of John Hen1ey, de

ceased (with accompanying papers). 
Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 5095) for the relief of 

William M. Henry; which was read twice by its title, and re
feiTed to the Committee on Military Affaii·s. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 5096) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles W. May; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5097) granting an increase of pen
sion to Albert E. Osborne; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, r.eferred to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 5098) for the relief of the 
county of Flathead, State of Montana; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and refened to the Commit
tee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5099) granting a pension to Spencer Woods (with ac
companying papers); 

A bill (S. 5100) granting an increase of pension to William P. 
Marshall ( 'than accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 5101) granting an increase of pension to Thaddeus K. 
Miller (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 5102) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Glover (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5103) to promote the effi 
ciency of the clerical service in the Navy of the United States, 
to organize a clerical corps of the Navy of the United States, to 
define its duties, and to regulate its pay; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SIMON introduced a bill (S. 5104) granting a pension to 
Reuben F. Canterbm·y; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 5105) fixing the terms 
of the circuit and district courts in and for the district of South 
Dakota, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 5108) granting an in
crease of pension to Horace L. Richardson; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 5107) for the relief of Mau
rice Langhorne; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, refened to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5108) granting an increase of pen
sion to Leonard F. Otey; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen-
~~ . 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 5109) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis M. Gillaspie; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5110) for the relief of Stephen Bird, 
executor of John Birdl deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 5111) for the erection of a 
public building at Richmond, Va.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5112) for the relief of the estate of 
R. J. H. Hatchett; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 5113) to provide for the 
pm·chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon to 
be used for a hall of records; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BURTON introduced the following bills; which were sev
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5114) granting an increase of pension to .roel E. Cox; 
A bill (S. 5115) granting a pension to Ann Wilburn; and 
A bill (S. 5116) granting an increase of pension to John Clay. 
Mr. BURTON introduced the following bills; which were ev-

erally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers. referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5117) granting an increase of pension to John U. 
Allen; 

A bill (S. 5118) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Stuber; 

A bill (S. 5119) granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. 
Walch; 

A bill (S. 5120) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Evans; 

A bill (S. 5121) granting an increase of pension to Winfield S. 
Maxwell; 

A bill (S. 5122) granting an increase of pension to William S. 
Burch; and 

A bill (S. 5123) granting an increase of pension to James 
McMorrow. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5124) for the relief of James A. 
Carroll; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 77) providing 
for printing the general index to published volume of the Diplo
matic correspondence and foreign relations of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

.AME..~DMENTS TO APPROPRI.A.TIO~ BILLS. 

Mr. McMILLAN suhmitted an amendment proposing to ap
propriate 5,000 for the purchase of land belonging to heirs of 
:M:. H. Schneider, adjoining the present Garfield Memorial Hos
pital land on the west, in the District of Columbia, and for level
ing and improving the same, intended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
206.02 for burial expenses of Elmer B. Gavett, late lieutenant, 

Thirty-ninth Infantry, United Sta.tes Volunteers, intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
papers referred to the Committee on :Military Affairs. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment propo ing to in
crease the appropriation for military posts from $1,500,000 to 
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$1,'100,000, and providing for the expenditure of $200,000 of said 
amount in the erection of additional buildings at Fort Lincoln, 
N.Dak. intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil ap
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McENERY submitted an amendment proposing to appro
priate $4.185.55 to pay E. A. Mcilhenny for rescuing, housing, 
feeding, clothing, and caring for shipwrecked sailors in the Arctic 
Ocean in the years 1897 and 1898, intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BACON submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$1,000 each to pay the rental for suitable rooms and accommoda
tions for the holding of the circuit and district courts in the 
northern district of Georgia at Athens, Ga., and at Rome, Ga., 
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MALLORY submitted an amendment proposing to appro
priate 29,000 for continuing the improvement of the Indian 
River, Florida, between Goat Creek and Jupiter Inlet, intended 
to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN' HA.NDFORTH. 

Mr. DEBOE. A few days ago I introduced a bill (S. 4641) for 
the relief of Benjamin Franklin Handforth, and it was referred 
to the Committee on Claims by mistake. I move that that com
mittee be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 
MICHAEL B.A. YES. 

Mr. MARTIN. On the 13th ultimo the bill (H. R. 6847) to cor
rect the military record of Michael Hayes was adversely reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs and indefinitely postponed. 
I was not present when that order was made. I should like to 
have the bill go on the Calendar with the adverse report. I ask 
that the order indefinitely postponing the bill may be set aside, 
and that the bill be placed on the Calendar with the adverse re
port of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the vote 
by which the bill referred to by the Senator from Virginia was 
indefinitely postponed will be reconsidered, and the bill will be 
placed on the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of MJ.·. PENROSE, it was 
Ordered, That leave be granted Benjamin F. Hasson to withdraw from the 

files of the Senate the papers 'in his case, copies of the same having been left 
in the files, as provided by clause 2 of Rule XXX. 

•REGULATIONS FOR EXCLUSION OF CHINESE. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I submit a resolution for immediate action. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to supply the 

Senate the r egulations promulgated December 8, 1900, relating to Chinese 
exclusion, or regulations of any date subsequent to October 1,1000. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I wish to state that there was some dis
pute yesterday as to whether the regulations contained in the 
pamphlet which was issued on the 1st of October were all the 
regulations concerning Chinese exclusion. I am informed that 
regulations subsequent to October 1 have been issued and are not 
contained in the pamphlet which was printed last night under 
the order of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not hear the Senators state
ment. 

·.Mr. FORAKER. Let the resolution be again read. 
The Secretary again read the resolution, and the Senate, by 

unanimous consent, proceeded to its consideration. 
1\Ir. LODGE. Is not that the pamphlet which is on our tables 

this morning? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to inquire whether 

the pamphlet on our tables includes all the regulations or not. 
Mr. PATTERSON. No; it does not. The pamphlet contains 

the regulations up to October 1, but regulations were issued, as 
I am informed, December 8, after the promulgation of the 
regulations that are on our tables. 

M.r. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Colorado to insert 
the words" send to the Senate" instead of the word "supply." 
" Supply" is not our usual plrrase in such a direction. 

:Afr. PATTERSON. Very well; let the resolution be so modified. 
1\fr. FORAKER. Before the resolution is voted upon I should 

like to a k the Senator from Colorado, who is more familiar with 
this publication than I am, whether itcontainsthedatesatwhich 
the regulations that are here published were adopted by the 
Treasury Department? 
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Mr. PATTERSON. Immediately following the title-page you
will find:a letter from T.V. Powderly, Commissioner-General, 
under date of October 1, 1900. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand, but I have not yet been able to 
find anything in the publication showing at what time the regu
lations were adopted, whether they were in force, for instance, at 
the time of the enactment of the law of 1892, or whether they 
were adopted subsequently thereto. I supposed when I sent the 
compilation to the desk yesterday, and asked that it might be 
printed as a Senate document, that it contained all the Treasury 
reooulations which had been adopted and are in force, and that it 
gave the dates when they had been adopted. I got the publication 
from the Senator from Colorado, and I supposed from what he 
told me about it that it had all that information in it. What I 
call attention to now is the apparent lack of the dates, and I re
quest that the resolution may be so amended as to call for that 
information also. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Any amendment that will make the infor
mation we get more definite will be very gratifying to me. The 
letter of Mr. Powderly shows that the compil~tion is made up to 
date, and the date is October 1, 1900. What 1 desire to have for 
the information of the. Senate are the regulations which, I under
stand, have been promulgated since that time, and which are not 
now before the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not suppose any Senator has an objec
tion to that, but we are furnished with certain regulations of the 
Treasury Department which the publication shows were at some 
time in the past adopted, but what I want is the dates when the 
regulations were adopted. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then I suggest that there be incorporated 
in the resolution a request that the Secretary of the Treas-ury will 
also inform the Senate when the several regulations that are con
tained in Document No. 291 of the Senate were adopted or pro-
mulgated. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
modifies his resolution. The Secretary will read it as modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to send to the 

Senate the regulations promulgated December 8,1000, relating to Chin~a 
exclusion, or regulations of any date subsequent to October 1, 1900, and 
alsothat--

Mr. BLACKBURN. You use the word "or." It should be 
"and." 

Mr. PATTERSON. Where the word ''or" is used insert 
" and." Now let the Secreta1·y read it entire as modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
Resol1:ed, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to send to the 

Senate the regulations promulgated December 8, 1000, relating to Chinese 
exclusion, and re~ulations of any date subsequent to Oc'-110ber 1, l!AAJ; and 
also that he will inform the Senate when the several regulations in Docu
ment No. 291 of the Senate were adopted or promulgated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution as modified. · 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 
SALARIES OF POSTMASTERS I.N COLORADO. 

Mr. TELLER. I send to the desk a resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate, That the Postmaster-General be, and hereby is, 

directed to report to the Senat9 the amount of salary required to be paid to 
each of the postmasters in the Stat~ of Colorado named on the memorandum 
chedule hereto atta-Ched, or to t heir heirs, for service as postmasters in e:1ch 

biennial term specified on such memorandum schedule, m order to make ef
fective sections 473, 474, and 475 of the postal re~ulations of 1866, and the act 
of June 12, 1866, section 8, and the act of March i:l, 1883, as construed by Post
master-General Gresham in an order dated June 9, 1883, addressed to Hon. 
Frank Hatto:J, Fir.;t .A!:sistant Postmaster-General, and in a declaration as 
to the intent, meaning, and requirement of said shtutes fur~shed for pub
lication to the v.ress through Chief Clerk Walker on February 16,1884, and 
printed as Exhibit A, Senate Executive Document No. 146, Forty-ninth Con
gress, first session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON. As near as I can ascertain from the reading 
of the resolution, it has reference to a very old controversy, and 
I hope the Senator from Colorado will allow it to go to the Com
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TELLER. It does not have reference to a very old con
troversy. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, a controversy since 1883. 
Mr. TELLER. Yes. That is not very old. I have no objec

tion to the reference of the resolution if the Committee on Post
Office and Post-Roads will ever report it. If they do not I shall 
endeaver to have it brought before the Senate in some shape. 
We hav-e attempted for some time to get from the Government 
archives a report as to what the books of the Government show. 
There is a considerable number of claims in Colorado. and the 
aggregate amounts to about $15,000. The claims run ali the way 
from $50_ up to $500 and $600. 
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Mr. ALLISON. The amount is not large a..s applied to Colorado. 
Mr. TELLER. The resolution applies only to Colorado. 
Mr. ALLISON. It applies only to Colorado but of course 

whatever is done with Colorado will be done with other States, 
and it involves several million dollars in the aggregate. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know about that; but if the money is 
due from the Government of the United States to these people 
the Government ought to be able to pay it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, they ought. I agree to that. 
Mr. TELLER. And the Government ought to be bound by its 

own books. If the books ~how that this money is due to these 
claimants, the Government ought to pay it. If the committee 
do not report the resolution, I intend to press this matter for 
action in some shape until we do get the information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator from Colorado to 
agree that it shall be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Iowa objects to its consid
eration, of course I will agree to the reference. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do objecttoitsadoptionwithoutareference. 
Mr. TELLER. I understood that the Senator objected. I 

should not myself desire a reference to the committee. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves 

that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
, and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHINESE EXCLUSION. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con
sideration of Senate bill 2960-the Chinese-exclusion bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2960) to pro
hibit the coming into and to regulate the residence within the 
United States, its Te1Titories, and all possessions and all territory 
under its jurisdiction, and the District of Columbia, of Chinese 
persons and persons of Chinese descent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, to my mind this bill is 
uncalled for, unnecessary, unwise, and un-American. It is harsh 
in its provisions, unjust in its definitions, and clearly violative of 
solemn treaty stipulations. It is the kind of legislation that 
prejudice engenders and unthinking agitation produces. It is a 
measure aimed at a weak people, and which would never be 
dreamed of in connection with any nation able to defend itself. 
It is narrow, bigoted, intolerant, and indefensible legislation. It 
assumes conditions that do not exist, and aims to correct evils 
that are purely imaginary. It suggests the want of laws to pre
vent undesirable Chinese immigration into this country, when 
the fact is that existing laws are entirely adequate to accom
plish that purpose~ 

The bill comes to the Senate bearing the indorsement of the 
Pacific coast Senators. It is called a Pacific coast bill, and we are 
asked to support it because of certain alleged evils that exist on 
the Pacific eoast in conneetion with Chinese immigration. The 
authoL·ship of the bill has been somewhat in doubt, and had not 
the junior Senator from Massaehusetts assured the Senate that 
it is a well-digested measure, one might well have attributed it to 
the fertile brain of some sand-lot agitator. Fortunately for us 
all the authorship of the bill has eome to light, as will be seen by 
this extract from the statements made before the Committee on 
Immigration of the Senate when they had this bill under con
sideration. 

A Mr. Livernash was before the committee, and he was asked 
by the chairma~ 

Will you please state whom you represent? 
Mr. LIVERN .A.SH. I particularly represent the State of California as a State, 

under a commission issued by the governor of California, the commission 
extending to the duty of pleading for California with members of the Con
gre , with a. view to bringing about the enactment of a thoroughly satisfac
tory J.a w for the exclusion of Chinese immigrants other than those permitted 
by the convention of 1894 between the United States and China. to enter our 
territory. 

I also apP!Jar a.s the commissioned representative of a. popular convention 
held in California in the closing days of November, a convention made up of 
1,000 delegates, representing civic, industrial, and other organizations of that 
State. 

I further appear as the friend and associate of the American Federation 
of Labor, as a. result of conferences concerning the bill I purposer with the 
indulgence of this committee, to discuss. That bill I feel particularly inter
a ted min that it was drafted by me and has been indor~ed and approved 
first by the California commission, of which I a.m a. member, afterwards by 
the American Federation of Labor, and subsequently by the Pacific coast 
Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

So this bill was born in the brain of Mr. Livernash, and came 
into the possession of the Paeific coast Senators after it had been 
christened and received the blessing of this distinguished advo
cate of anti-Chinese legislation. 

1\fr. President, the purpose of the bill is ostensibly the exclu
sion o1 Chinese laborers from the United States, but it goes much 

further than that. A laborer is understood, a~cording to the 
definition given in the existing law, to mean both skilled and 
unskilled laborers, including Chinese employed in mining, fish
ing, huckstering, peddling, as well as laundrymen and those en
gaged in taking drying, or otherwise preserving shell or other 
fish for home consumption or exportation. (Act November 3, 
1893, section 2.) 

There is no serious difference of opinion as to the ~dom of 
excluding this class of Chinese from the United States. It has 
become almost an established policy of this countTy. Both parties 
are in favor of maintaining it. The healthy growth of American 
institutions demands it; the protection of American labor de
mands it. We are neal'ly all in favor of the exclusion of Chinese 
laborers, but I wish to point out that the present bill goes very 
much further than the necessities of the situation demand. This 
is evident from a cursory examination of the bill. Take the last 
clause of section 3, for example: 

Every Chinese person shall be deemed a laborer, within the meaning of 
this act, who is not a.n official, a teacher, a. student, a merchant, or a. traveler 
for cunosity or pleasure, a.s hereinafter defined. 

This is the drag-net provision which will cateh every Chinaman 
who attempts to enter this country. The ostensible openings in 
this drag net are in the shape of the five exempt cla ses, and are 
more illusory than real. Let me first call attention to the defini
tion of •' teacher '' as given in the bill: 

The term "teacher," used in this act, sha.ll be construed to mean only one 
who, for not less than two years next preceding his application for entry into 
the United States, has been continuously engaged in g'lVin~ instruction in the 
higher branches of education, and who proves to the satisfaction of the ap
propriate Treasury officer that he is qualified to teach such higher branches 
and has completed arrangements to teach in a. recognized institution of learn
ing in the United States and intends to pursue no other occupation than teach
ing while in the United States. 

This provision means, if it means anything, that only such Chi
nese as may have been invited to become professors in our col
leges and universities can come to this eountry. The only Ameri
ean university that is looking for a C~ese scholar, so far as I 
know, to fill the professorship of Chinese language and literature 
is Columbia University. There is a possibility that Yale and 
Harvard may also be thinking of doing the same thing. In any 
case the.number of Chinese which the bill allows to come to this 
country under this head is practically restricted to three or four. 
Let me ask, did the Chinese Government have only three or four 
persons in mind when it inserted the word "teacher" in the 
treaties? No reasonable man will think so. 

Now, let us take the definition of " student " as given in sec
tion 7 of the bill. 

The term "student," used in this act shall be construed to mean. only one 
who intends to pursue some of the higber branches of study, or to be fitted 
for some particular profession or occupation for which facilities of study are 
not afforded in the foreign country or the territory of the United States 
whence he comes, and for whose support while studying adequate provision 
has been made, and who intends to return whence he came immediately on 
the completion of his studies. 

I read the text as it was originally in the bill as reported from 
the eommittee. It has not been materially modified. • This is a 
definition not to be found in any dictionary and utterly unwar
ranted. Surely China did not have it in mind when the treaty 
was negotig,ted. One of the conditions for the admission of a 
student to this country is that adequate facilities for study are 
not afforded in the foreign country whenee he eomes. This clause 
practically excludes all who may wish to come to the United 
States as students, for there are advanced schools and established 
colleges in China. There is an imperial university in Pekin, an
other university in Tientsin, and another in Canton. Now: if 
young men are not allowed to enter this country unless "no ade
quate facilities for study" are afforded in China this ab olutely 
restricts the number of admissible students to a very small num
ber. Now, why do American students go to Europe for study? 
Not because facilities for study in Europe are greater than those · 
afforded in America. We know that students often go to this or 
that college because of a wish to study under this or that profes
sor. Professor Dwight used to attract students to the Columbia 
Law School. The same may be said of P1·ofessor Dana, of Yale, 
and Professor Cope, of the University of Pennsylvania. This pro
vision of the bill leaves out entirely the personal element that 
often governs a student's choice of a college. It is impos ible that 
the Chinese Government should have understood the word'' stu
dent" in the very naiTOW and restricted sense of post-graduate 
study given to it by this bill. 

It has been said that the restriction of the exempt classes of 
Chiriese to officials, teachers, students, merchants, and travelers 
has been acquiesced in by the Cp.inese Government, but I have 
documentary evidence to the eontrary. In the treaty of 1880 it 
is expressly provided that only laborers eome within its purview, 
" other classes not being included in the limitations." The treaty 
of 1894 modifies the treaty of 1880 only so rnr·'·as to give the 
United States the right of absolute exclusivn of laborers, which 
it did not have under the treaty of 1880. The Tights of other 
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classes than laborers are not affected in any way by the treaties. 
They are to enjoy the rights, immunities, and exemptions ac
corded to the most favored nation. For sixteen years-that is, 
from 1882 to 1898-the executive branch of the Government recog
nized only two classes of Chinese in the administration of the 
Chinese-exclusion laws, namely, Chinese laborers and Chinese 
other than laborers. This distinction is clearly made in the act 
of May 5, 1892, and the act of November 3, 1893. In section 6 of 
the act of May 5, 1892, it is made obligatory upon Chinese labor
ers to register and take out certificates of residence, while it is 
optional with Chinese persons other than laborers to do so. And 
the same distinction appears in the act of November 3, 1893. 

In 1898, four years after the ratification of the treaty of 1894, 
the last treaty made between the United States and China, with
out a moment's notice, the uniform practice of two Republican 

~and two Democratic Administrations was completely reversed by 
an opinion of Attorney-General Griggs. He held that only five 
classes of Chinese: mentioned in the treaty of 1894, could be ad
mitted, and Treasury regulations were issued in pursuance of that 
opinion refusing admission to capitalists, bankers, physicians, law
yers, bookkeepers, salesmen, traders, clerks, keepers of restau
rants, etc. It is idle to say, as has been contended, that it has 
been the uniform practice of our Government to restrict the right 
<>f admission to officials, merchants, teachers, students, and travel
ers. Now, has the Chinese Government acquiesced in the new in
terpretation put upon the treaties and laws by Attorney-General 
Griggs? I refer you to'' Foreign Relations of the United States 
for 1889 ''for an answer, and I beg to call attention to a note of the 
·chinese minister at this capital to the Secretary of State upon this 
subject, dated November 7, 1898 (Foreign Relations, 1899, pages 
189 to 194), especially the last part of the note. Also Minister 
Wu's note to the State Department of December 10, 1901. 

These documents show clearly that the Chinese Government 
did protest ·at the time against the narrow interpretation of the 
treaties and statutes by the Attorney-General of the United 
States. I am informed that the Chinese Government, through its 
minister at Washington, has continued to . protest against this 
narrow and forced interpretation, as is evi~enced by the note ad
dressed by the Chinese minister to Secretary Hay on this subject, 
bearing date December 10, 1891, which has been transmitted to 
Congress and printed. 

· Now, as long as there is a difference in interpretation of a vital 
point of the treaty, it seems hardly courteous to the Chinese Gov
ernment to embody the disputed points in legislation in defiance 
of the views and opinions of that Government. We do not do 
that in our intercourse with England and France. Take the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty, for example. Our Government has held 
.that it is no longer in force, but as there was doubt about it, a 
treaty was recently concluded with Great Britain with a view to 
its formal abrogation. · · 

The same may be said with respect to the Alaskan boundary 
dispute. If we were to act toward Great Britain in the same way 
as we propose to do toward China, we should occupy all the dis
.puted territory in Alaska withor~ any more ado and abide bythe 
consequences. If we were to act in this way, we would probably 
have a war .on our hands in short order. Then why should we 
a.ct in this way toward China? This is a matter for diplomatic 
negotiation and not for Cong1·essional action. There is a differ
ence of opinion in the interpretation of the existing treaty pro
. visions between the two Governments. If we insist that oul' 
interpretation is right, and act accordingly, China has good rea
son to complain of our arbitrary proceedings. She may be too 
weak to retaliate, but she is sure to cherish ill feeling against us, 
which will take a long time to remove. 

I wish to call attention to t}le provision in the bill which makes 
it necessary for all Chinese in the United States, merchants, 
students, and other members of the exempt classes, to take out a 
certificate of registration with a photograph attached; and per
so:cs who fail to obtain such certificates are presumed to be labor-

. ers and not entitled to remain within the territory of the United 
States, and are liable to arrest at any moment. This will give 
the Chinese in this country no end of annoyance, and subjects 
them to arrest at the caprice of the customs and immigration 
officers. If this bill becomes a law, few if any self-respecting 
Chinamen will come to this country. I am supported in this as
sertion by the statement contained in a letter which was printed 
in the Washington Times of last Sunday, from the pen of a 
learned and distinguished Chinaman. 

Again, the Chinese minister has recently written a lettetto the 
State Department, dated March 22, 1902, drawing attention to the 
objectionable clauses of the bill, pointi.ng out that if this bill is 

·passed it will prevent all respectable Chinese from coming to the 
United States, in consequence of which the present friendly rela
tions between the United States and China will be endangered. 
This letter, at the request of the Chinese minister, has been trans
mitted hy the Secretary of State t.o the .~nate and has been re-

ferred to the Committee on Immigration. I have also read in the 
papers that the Chinese Government in Pekin, through Mr. Con
ger , our minister, has requested our Government to be reasona
ble and not violate treaty obligations in our new legislation with 
respect to the Chinese. Thus great concern is manifested by the 
Chinese Government and her people, and we should exercise great 
caution in all legislation which affects the interests of foreigners. 

The recent communication from Minister Wu Ting-fang to 
Hon. J ohn Hay, Secretary of State, is so important that I think I 
may well beg the indulgence of the Senate to read it. It will be 
remembered that this letter was Wlitten only two or three weeks 
ago. 

No. 240.] CHINESE LEGATION, Washington, March 22, 1902. 
SIR; When the Chinese Government consented in 1880 to a modification of 

the treaty of 1868, whereby the free immigration of Chinese laborers into 
the United States was r estricted. it was provided in the trea!f. that where 
the legislation of Congress authorized by that convention was likely to work 
hardship on the Chinese subjects the minister in Washington would be per- . 
mitted to communicate with the Secretary of State, to the end that mutual 
and unqualified benefit might result. 

In making use at this time of the privilege granted in the cited treaty pro
vision, I desire not to be understood as antagonizing the just provisions of 
pending legislation or influencing Congressional action, but to bring to your 
attention, and through you to Congress, some of the hardships which will 
inevitably result to the subjec1:8 of China in case some of the P.roposed legis
lation should become a law. Sould I remain silent until the bills now before 
Congress be enacted into a law, it will then be too late to remedy the evil. I 
trust, therefore, that what I say to you may aid the honorable Congress in 
making a right conclusion on the subject. 

I desire especially to direct attention to the bill S. 2960, which has been 
reported to the Senate from the Committee on Immigration. In the conclud
ing paragraph of the report which accompanies the bill it is said: 

"There can be no doubt that under a wise, humane, and fearless enforce
ment of this act the importation of Chinese laborers will be prevented and 
the ingress of Chinese merchants and others of the exempt classes fa-cili
tated, and that the present relations between the United States and China 
will be strengthened thereby." 

I feel it my duty to say to you, and through yon to the Congress which 
will soon be called to act upon this bill, that if it becomes a law it will have 
just the contrary effect from that stated by the committee. It can not fail 
to seriously disturb the friendly relations which have up to the present ex
isted between the two Governmen1:8 and peoples. 

I do not wish to go into the different provisions of the bill in detail, but I 
should like to call your attention in a general way to its effec1:8. It restricts 
the privileged Chinese persons, otl,ler tha.n laborers, to come to the United 
States to only five classes, viz, officials, teachers, students, merchants, and 
travelers, in direct contravention to the treaty of 1880, in Article Ilwhere it 
states that the limitation or suspension of immigration shall app1y only to 
laborers, "other classes not being included in the limitation." So also the 
history of the negotiation shows that it was the intention of the two Govern
ments that laborers alone were to be excluded. Under the bill there would 
be excluded bankers, capitalists, commercial agents or brokers, and even 
merchants who come only to make purchases; also scholars and professors, of 
which there are many in China of high attainmen1:8; also physicians, clergy
men, and many other classes which do not fall under the five classes exempt 
by the bill. The provisions of the bill as to the five exempt classes are sore
strictive as to practically nullify the treaty in regard to them. The defini
tions as to teachers, students, and merchants are so contrary to the sph·it of 
the treaty as to make them almost impossible of observance. 

A woman married according to the Chinese custom to a person of the ex
empt classes would be prohibited from entering the country, because accord
ing to the provision Qf the bill it is necessary that the marriage shall be legal 
and binding by the laws of the United States. 

The bill requires that all Chinese laborers now in the United States shall 
undergo a new registration. It will be remembered that my Go""Vernment 
remonstrated against the first registration that was proposed under the 
Geary law, and only consented to it at the earnest request of the Secretary 
of State-at the time. All the Chinese laborers submitted to that requirement 
and were registered, and now it is proposed to nullify all that and subject 
them to the annoyance and trouble of a new registration. It is an unneces· 
sary hardship and should not be required. 

The bill also contemplates the regisb-ation of all merchants and of oth€rs 
of the exempt c1:ass. 'l'his can not be req~ed und~r the h·eaty, but the bill 
attempts to obVIate that obstacle by making the failure to regiSter a serious 
prejudice of their rights. 

I have heretofore complained to you of the great hardships to which 
laborers, merchants, and others are subjected after they have been admitted 
to the United States and are lawfully domiciled in this cOlmtry. Past ex
perience shows that Chinese have been arrested by the wholesale, placed in 
jeopardy, and subjected to molestation and insult. When found innocent, 
no redress is obtained for such illegal arrest. Persons charged with being 
unlawfully in the country and taken before a court are denied the privilege 
of bail, but must remain in jail until their case is decided. The bill, in place 
of providing some relief for these hardships, rather adds restrictions thereto. 

'.rhe provisions with regard to transit across the United States imposed by 
this bill are almost impossible to be complied with, because people who are 
passing through the United States en route to other countries do not know 
the laws of the country, and they can not understand the intricate rules and 
regulations made by the Commissioner-General of Immigration. 

The report of the committee says that "the greatest degree of fairness 
and justice to the exempt classes will be insured by the provisions of the bill, 
which provides better means for the investigation and disposition of their 
claims." And again it says: "The features of the bill * * * will tend to 
protect the worthy immigrant in his treaty rights and privile~es." 

I have referred to the fact that the provisions as to the aumission of the 
exem:P,t classes are in direct violation of the treat ; and in addition to this 
the bill provides that the exempt classes must su mit theh· right to admis
sion to the adjudication of the Immigration Bureau, which, as I showed in 
my note to you of December 10, last, was a purely ex parte investigation, 
where the claimant was not permitted to confront the witnesses, was de
prived of the privilege of counsel, and was excluded from an appeal to the 
courts. I can not understand how the committee can style this '·the grea.t
est degree of fairness and justice," or how the "worthy immigrant is pro
tected in his treaty rights and privileges." It seems to me, on the contrary, 
that his treatf rights are taken away from him. 

The provisiOns of the bill above referred to, and others which might be 
cited, place so many restrictions upon Chinese persons and require then to 
comg}~=th such strict provisions that no Chinese having the least respect 
for · If would submit to such indignities and come to this country. I 
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fear the effect of the bill, if it becomes a law, will be that Chinese merchants 
will not come here to buy goods nor students come for educational purposes. 

Another feature of the bill must be alluded to. The new possessions of 
the United States, such as Porto Rico, the Hawaiian Isln.nds, the Philip_¢.nes, 
and others which may hereafter be acquired, are subjected to its proVlSions. 
It C:J.n not be claimed that they were considered when the treaty was nego
tiated, and it is hardly just or in accordance with international comity that 
the treaty should be extended to them without the consent of China. 

I have received repeated instructions fr<>m the Imperial G<>vernment;. in 
view of the reenactment of the exclusion laws, to exert myself to see that 
treaty rights are observed and that no unnecessary hardships are placed upon 
Chinese subjects and I feel that on account of the pendency of the legislation 
referred to I cocl.d not refrain from asldng you to lay before the honorable 
Congress the views above set forth. You know that m regard to the exclu
sion of laborers my G<>vernment and myself have stood ready to cooperate 
with your G<>vernment in making the treaty prohibition effective. But with 
regard to the exempt classes who seek to come here for trading, educational, 
and other legitimate purpose, I must earnestly protest against the unwar
ranted and unjust provisions of the bill. In place of "insuring the greatest 
degree of fairness and justice," as stated by the Immigration Committee, it 
would impose such indignities and hardships upon these classes that few, if 
E>.ny, would come here. And notwithstanding the sincere wish of my Govern
ment and myself to maintain and cement closer the friendly relations be
twroen the two countries, I greatly fear that those friendly r6J.ations would 
be endangered by the enforcement of the act. 

Accept, sir, the renewed assurance of my highest consideration. 

H.on. JoHN HAY, 
Bee~·etary of State. 

WU TING-FANG. 

.Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask to whom that communication 
was addressed, Mr. President? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was addressed to the Secretary of 
State. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the Senator what he thinks of the 
propriety of a minister of a foreign government sending a com
munication here and trying to influence legislation? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Secretary of State evidently thought 
it was proper. If anybody is to blame, it is not the minister who 
represents the Imperial Government of China, but it is an officer 
of the United States Government; and my impression is that the 
Chinese minister has the undoubted right to do this, and that 
there is a propriety in his communicating respectfully through 
the Secretary of State his views on this subject. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from New Hampshire will 
allow me, I will call his attention to the fact that the letter which 
he has just read was Wiitten by the Chinese minister in accord
ance with a provision of the treaty--

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. FORAKER. Which reserved to him the right to com

municate to this Government at any time in rega"rd to the opera
tion of our laws enacted under the treaty, with a view to securing 
exemption from hardships to which the subjects of China might 
otherwise be subjected. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is precisely as I understand the 
matter. 

:Mr. FORAKER. I suggest, therefore, that there was no im
propiiety in the Chinese minister addressing such a communica
tion to the Secretary of State. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have ah-eady called attention to that 
fact. 

Mr. President, a large number of commercial bodies hp.ve pe
titioned the present Congress for the appointment of a commis
sion to study industrial conditions in the Orient, and two bills 
are now before the Committee on Commerce looking to the ap
pointment of such a commission, which was recommended in two 
messages by the late lamented President McKinley. In view of 
that fact, among others! my f~ling is that we ough~ "t? reject 
the bill now under consideration and reenact the eXI.Stmg law. 
There we stand on firm gi'ound, without running the risk of giv
ing offense to the Chinese Government or doing violence to our
selves by abrogating solemn treaty obligations. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator pel'Init me a moment? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 

Hampshire yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Does the Senator know whether the 

Chinese Government has protested against the restrictions of the 
existing law? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I know, Mr. President, that the Chinese 
Government, through its :minister, has protested against the inter
pretations placed upon existing law. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Then, would the Senator think it advisable 
to reenact the existing law in the face of those protests? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ye , Mr. President, I would think it ad
visable. I choose always the lesser of two evils, and as we have 
got along comfortably well under the existing law I can see no 
earthly rea on why we should now enact a law that is so much 
harsher in its provi ions and that emphasizes to such a degree the 
very objections which have been raised by the Imperial Govern
ment of China. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator allow me to as)r him a 
question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from New Hampshire perhaps 

is not aware that there are cases-more than one-pending in the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in which a question is raised 
to the effect that the treaty of December 8, 1894, abrogates and 
repeals the sixth section of the act of 1882 as amended by the act 
of 1884 and as extended ten years by the act of 1892? Now, snppose 
the Supreme Court of the United States should hold that that con
tention is good, and you pass a bill here simply extending the ex
isting law, in what kind of a position would this country be left 
under such a decision? We should simply have no law at all on 
the subject of exclusion, nothing relating to the exclusion of 
Chinese except the treaty of 1894. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am not going to discuss 
legal questions with these distinguished lawyers. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This is a very important question, bearing 
right on the subject. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand that, and I will answer the 
Senator in my own way. 

Mr. MITCHELL. All right. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will answer just as a country doctor 

would natm·ally answer a learned member of the legal profes
sion, by saying that I am not aware of any duty that rests upon 
us to determine in advance what the Supreme Court of the United 
States is likely to decide in a pending case. I think we had bet
ter wait, and not cross the bridge until we come to it. 

I will say, furthermore, to the Senator from Oregon that, if I 
have correctly read the existing treaty with China, we have a good 
deal of protection under the treaty in the very matters which are 
in controversy here. I do not knowwhatthe Supreme Court may 
do in the pending cases, but I have no doubt that the Supreme 
Court will do justice and will decide them according to law. 
What the decision of the Supreme Court will be of course is at 
best problematical. • 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. SPOONER. I merely want to ask the Senator from Oregon 

[Mr. :MITCHELL] what is the precise question involved in the cases 
now before the Supreme Court? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The precise question, as I understand it-I 
know it is the precise question in one case, because I have just 
filed my brief in that case this morning and expect to argue it 
next week-the precise question in that case is whether the third 
article, I think it is, of the treaty of 1894 abrogates and repeals 
the sixth section of the act of 1882 as amended by the act of 1884, 
which was extended by the Geary Act of 1892 for a period of ten 
years. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the question for the court to decide? 
Mr. MITCHELL. That is the question in that case. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I have called attention to the fact, Mr. 

President, that before the Committee on Commerce at the present 
time are two bills and a mass of memorials from the commercial 
bodies of this country, praying us to have a commission appointed 
to study the commercial and industrial conditions in the 01ient, 
and I take it for granted it is the desire of every Senator to culti
vate more intimate commercial relations with China, so that we 
may obtain our proper share of he Chinese trade. 

Again, common sense would seem to dictate that we should 
treat Chinese of the merchant class with special consideration. 
Are we doing this by enacting this bill? This is the definition of 
"merchant" given in the bill: 

SEC. 8. That the term "merchant," used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean only one who is engaged in buyin~ and selling merchandise, at a. fixod 
place of business, a.nd who, during the time he claims to be a. mer chant, does 
no.t engage in the performance of any manual labor, except such as is neces
sary in the conduct of his business as such merchant. 

And where an application is made by a Chinese person for entry into the 
United States as one formerly or at the time engaged in China as a merchant, 
or in some other foreign country as a merchant, or where such application 
calls for entry into one portion of the United States from another portion 
thereof, then, as a prerequisite to entry, the applicant must ha.ve been en
gaged as a. merchant for at lea.st one year next preceding his application; and 
it must appear to the satisfaction of the appropriate Treasury officer at the 
port of en~1~hat he comes to exercise in good faith his calling as a merchant , 
and that · g exclusively, a.nd that he has the mea.ns under his immediate 
conh·ol for forthwith becoming, and has completed the arrangements for 
forthwith becoming. the owner, in whole or in part;. of a good-faith mercan
tile busin~ in the.U~t~d Sta.test or ~Y portion ?f the territory ~hereof, a 
business strictly Wlthin the mea.nmg g1ven by this act to the bu.smess of a 
"merc!;ant." 

I need not here point out the tedious process that a Chinese 
merchant who desires to come to this country must go through 
with to obtain a. proper certificate-a certificate. it must be re
membered, in the English language, which he does not under
stand. Now, if I were a merchant and had to comply with 
all the requ.il·ements prescribed in this section in order to be al]le 
to land in China, I would think twice before I should take the 
trip. But after all the certificate is only prima facie evidenc9, 
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After obtaining it, a merchant may be refused a landing on the 
least technicality. Even after landing, his trouble does not end 
there. While in this country he is liable at any time, if I read 
this bill correctly, to be aiTested and put in jail, just to satisfy the 
whims of a Treasury or an im.m.jgration officer. This is certainly 
a strange way of liberalizing the existing laws, as is asserted by 
some Senators this bill proposes. 
· Suppose the conditions were reversed. Would citizens of this 

country be willing to submit to the indignities and restrictions 
heaped upon Chinese merchants by this section? I think not. 
Such being the case, why should we annoy and molest Chinese 
merchants in this way? I wish to call particular attention to the 
provision of the bill which says that a Chinese merchant, in order 
to be able to come here, must have ''completed the arrangements 
for forthwith becoming the owner in whole or in part of a good
faith mercantile business in the United States or any portion of 
the territory thereof, a business strictly within the meaning given 
by this act to the business of a merchant.'' Now, this will neces
sarily exclude a large class of persons rightly belonging to the 
merchant class. How about capitalists, bankers, commercial 
agents, and others who wish to come to this country to look over 
the field? All these are excluded. 

The animosity of those who drew up this bill against the Chi
nese and the extreme harshness of many of its provisions are most 
apparent. As an instance let me refer to section 56, which 
would not permit any Chinese coming to this country for the 
purpose of participating in any fair or exposition. Just think of 
our Government having requested China to take part in the ex
position to be held in St. Louis and then telling her she can not 
send any of her people to this country to participate in it. I am 
glad to find that even the Senator who is in charge of the bill is 
willing to have that unreasonable clause sh-icken out, but it 
shows the extreme seventy and harshness of the bill as it was 
when reporteq by the committee. 

Mr. President, I will not attempt to trace the connection be
tween the exclusion policy of this country and the increase or 
decrease of American trade in China. For detailed information 
I will refer to Minister Wu's note to the State Department of 
December 10, 1901, pages 15-and 16. . 

I am of opinion that the exclusion policy of the United States 
does affect the trade between the two countdes, but the connec
tion between the two is such as to be incapable of measm·ement 
by exact statistics. It is an economic law that people will buy 
cheap and sell dear. If there is a difference in the prices of arti
cles of the same quality offered by different parties, the buyer will 
take the cheapest every time, irrespective of sentiment; but when 
the prices are the same everywhere, here is where sentiment comes 
in as a deciding factor. Other things being equal, a man will buy 
from one who has treated him kindly 1·ather than from one who 
has given him a kick. This is human nature the world over. I 
am of opinio1) that the Chip.ese are like other people in this re-

These figm·es show that the trade between Japan and China is in
creasing at a tremendous rate. Manifestly, we must be up and 
doing if wewanttohaveour proportionate share of China's trade. 
With all the advantages, both natural and geographical, in our 
favor, we ou~ht to make a better showing. · Having now trans
formed the Pacific Ocean into an American sea, we ought not to 
impair our chances by unwise action on our part. 

The industrial development of our country t·enders it impera
tive that we should look to China for a market for our surplus 
products. Take the cotton industry, for example. China is now 
our best customer. In 1899 China took $9,823,253 worth of cotton 
goods from us. This was just before the Boxer trouble. The 
total value of exports of cotton by the United States in that year 
was $23,566,914. This shows that China consumed that year 
about 40 per cent of the total exports of cotton goods of the 
United States. All Europe took only $1,484,363; British North 
America took $2, 759,164; all Africa took $516,193; all South Amer
ica, $2,513,957. Now, this shows that the demand of China for 
om· goods is instrumental in building up our cotton industry, 
especially in the South. 

I was surprised the other day to hear a Senator from a Southern 
State, a State that is having a magnificent development in cotton 
manufactm-ing, speak in favor of this bill, although he did say he 
should support it with great reluctance. I should think he would. 
On account of the disturbed condition of China at the time of 
the Boxer trouble the demand for cotton goods suddenly fell to 
$4:,620,998 in 1901, and many cotton mills in the South had to shut 
down in consequence. I will let Mr. John Fowler, American 
consul at Chefoo, tell the story. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have inserted as a 
part of my remarks Advance Sheets of Consular Reports, dated 
March 19, 1901, which discuss this question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LODGE in the chair). With
out pbjection, it will be so ordered. 

The reports referred to are as follows: 
[Advance Sheets of Consular Reports, March 19, 1901.] 

EFFECT OF :BOXER TROUBLE ON C"!\""ITED ST.A.TES TRADE. 

The uprising in North China broke out, as is well known, in the month of 
June, 1900; the press of the entire world has since that time been full of ac
counts of the events that transpired in this section. They have treated 
nearly every phase of this subject, and, while we know how our countrymen 
suffered in North China, I have not seen any statistics published showtigthe 
loss involved to merchants in the United States; and believing that such 
statistics, taken from the Chinese customs returns, will prove of interest I 
submit the following as showing-

WH.A.T THE :BOXERS COST THE .AMERICAN EXPORTER. 

To do this fairly it will be necessary to adhere to the Chinese values where 
given, instead of the gold values, which are not the same for the periods under 
review, and I am compelled to include the months of April and May (which 
were unusually prosperous), as the returns are published by quarters and do 
not show the trade by months. . 

CHEFOO. 

spect. Imports of 'llte?·chandise specially termed .American fol· the qua1-ter ended June 
Now, we all want our share of the trade with China. Thet·e is so, 1900, and same period of 1899. 

no difference o£ opinion in this regard. All the resources of 
American diplomacy have been directed to securing an open door 
in China for American products for the past few years, and every 
stump in the last campaign resounded with eloquence as Repub
lican orators pictured the great advantages that were coming to 
this country because of the open door that had been secured in 
China. Are we now to neutralize the advantages thus gained 
with so much difficulty by hostile legislation? If we had no com
petitors in the field, it might not hurt us to treat our prospective 
customers with discourtesy, not to say insult; but we all know 
that competition in the Chinese market is keen. The English, the 
French, the Germans, the Russians, and the Japanese are trying 
to get all they can. It will not do for us to give om· competitors 
any advantage which they may use against us. 

--~---------1U--·ti-·c_le_s_. ____________ ,! __ l_sw __ ._, ___ loco __ . __ !l mcr~se. 

~= :::::::::::::::::==:================~~~== ~:m ~:~ 
~~;~~~----_-_-_-_-_·_-_-_-_-_-_ ~ ------~---_-_-_-_iiaurnan t~~iS== 1~: ggg i~: ~ 
Oil, kerosene-------·-----------~------gallons__ 994,().1{) 2,214,930 

2,~ 
~.925 

_107, 344 
1,2'20,890 

The above shows enormous increases in the cktsses termed America-n, and 
I am aware that all other lines of imports from the United States showed the 
same prosperity. These figures are all the more remarlm ble when it is borne 
in mind that while covering a fnll quarter they actually represent the impor
tations for two months and ten day&-i. e., to June 10. After the 15th of June 
the imports ceased, all commercial transactions being absolutely nil. For a 
clearer understanding the returns for the following full quarter are gbren 

Now, what is our share of the Chinese trade? According to 
the latest statistics, the total value of exports from the United Imports of merchandise specified as AmeJ·icanfor the quarter ended September 
States to China for 1900 was $15,9.13,285, but last year, 1901, this so, 1900• and the same p eriod of 1839· 
total was reduced to $10,287,302. Now, what is the proportion of 
this trade to the whole trade of China? The to 1 value of all the 
articles imported :4lto China in 1900 was $148,383,000, and I have 
not the figures for 1901, but there is no doubt that there is an 
increase. Judging from those figures, in 1900 our share was less 
than 10 per cent of the total trade of China, and last year our 
share was very much less than that, even if we take the same 
figures of total imports for 1901 as we do for 1900. 

Articles. 

Drills _ ----- _ ---·- - ------ ---·-- __ ---- ___ , __ pieces .. 
Jeans ---·-- --··-- --·--- --------------- ______ do .... 

~o~~~-~ ~ ~-.-_::~~~=: ~~~~= ==~--~= ::iianrwaii -~~iS:: 
Oil, kerosene_ .. _------ __________ ··-· ____ gallons __ 

1899. 

46,810 
2760 

134::500 
158,21fi 
857,100 

lOCO. 

3, 714: 
~ 

22,515 
19,225 
5,00> 

De-
crease. 

43,096 
2,560 

112,0U) 
139,050 
852,100 

Now, are we satisfied with this showing? On the other hand, Of course, all other lines fell off likewise, and yet Cb.efoo and the interior 
wefind thevalueofmerchandiseimportedfrom Germanyto China saw no armed hordes, no military movements, and as compared with the 
increased from 35,412,000 marks in 1885 ta 50,647,000 marks in immediate northern J?Orts, was peaceful. As a. matt-er of fact, Chefoo was 
1899, and this increase was steady, with the exception of the year the base for commumcation with the allies and the world, wh1le Shantung 

was comparatively quiet, owing entirely to the friendly stand taken by the 
1897. And the increase of trade between Japan and China is even governor, Yuan Shi Ka.i; yet there were more riots and tumults in my district 
more rema,rkable. Japan in 1896 sold 13,828,844 yens to China of than ever known before, and the various American mission losses will prob-

h di · 1897 91 325 065 · 1898 29 193 1T · ably total Sl501<m gold. But the idea of this su.mmary is not to show wL.at mere an se; m , "' , . , yens; m . ' ' ' oyens; m Americ~ los~ m China, but what Americans lost in America through the 
1899, 40,257,034 yens, and m 1900, the Boxei year, 31,871,576 yens. Boxers m China. 

' 



3878 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. APRIL 9, 

TIENTSIN. 
Impol'ts of 11tel'chandise .specified as American fo1· the qua1-te1· ended June SO, 

1900, and the same pe1·iod of 1899. 

Arti 1 1899 1900 In l De-
. c es. . ____ ·_ crease. j crease. 

73, 300 166, 549 
10, 470 11,975 

475,065 -- --- ---·· 482,050 
713,600 128,600 ----------

It will be seen by the above that the effects of the Boxer movement were 
. felt much earlier and more seriously in Tientsin than in Chefoo. Durin&" the 
month of June Tientsin was practically closed to the world; yet it is oad to 
notice that oil showed a gain, especially when it is known that the Boxers 
boycotted-that commodity first of all thing3 foreign. I know of ships loaded 
with Oregon lumber that reached Taku and were unable to land their car
goes, thus entailin~ an enormous loss upon the American lumber trade. One 
American firm paid through this office over $5,000 gold on demurra~es alone 
on this account, besides losing the sale of the lumber destined for Tientsin. 
Imports of me1·chandise t>pecified a.s American for the qua!'tel' ended Septembe1· 

30, 1900, and the same pe1·iod of 1899. 

Articles. 1899. 1900. De
crease. 

--------~----------------------------1--------------------

~e~: =: ~ ==~~ ===~=--======== ~=-·-·== ~=~===~= ==~!;ig~~== Sheetings _________________________ ------ .... do ___ _ 
Oil, kero£ene -------------------------~ .. ganons .. 

176,340 
ro,170 

398 285 
588:000 

16,875 
3,140 

58,655 
20,000 

.159, 4.85 
17,000 

339,630 
568,0CO 

This is almost annihilation, and at what is usually the busiest time of the 
year for our trade. Tientsin is the port for Pekin, all Chihli, etc., and it is not 
necessary in this summary to remind our people of the strife enacted therein 
during this period. 

~'TUCHW.ANG. 

Im-ports of merchandise specially termed Ame1·ican for the qual'te1· e1tded June 
30, 1900, and the sante pe1-iod of 1899. 

Articles. 1899. 1900. Pe
crease. 

----------------------------
Drills ............ ______ -------------- ______ pieces .. 

~t~k~~ffiie-= ==~~~= ===~~ ~ ·== ::: = =~~~~=== ~ge.-3gns: = 

234.,235 
554.,~5 
760,000 

112,980 
399,340 
616,000 

121,255 
155,04.~ 
144,(,00 

It is to be noted that Chefoo has five classes specified as American, of which 
all show gains. Tientsin has four classes, of which only one shows a gain, 
while Niuchwang has only tlu·ee, and all show a heavy loss for the June 
quarter. 
.Impm-ts t>pecified as Ame1'ican for the quarter ended September 30, 1[)()(), and 

the same period of 1899. 

De-1899. 1900. Articles. crease. _____________________ , ____ _._ ----

Drills .... -----···-·-----·-·- · _____________ pieces .. 148,022 
006 665 
65s:ooo 

148,022 
006,045 
633,000 ~~k~i~na· ~ ~ ~ = = = = ~ ~ = = = = ~ ~= = = = =-~.-= = = = ~: ga8gns: = 

620 
25,000 

• This is annihilation pure and simple, and yet Niuchwang saw less fighting 
than Tientsin; and the only foreign power that interfered there was Russia. 
That Government seized the port as early as August 4, and on the 12th had 
control of the custom-house. 

KYA.O-CHAU. 

The custom-house at Tsintau, German colony in Shantung-or, as the cus
toms term it, Kyao-chau-was opened for business July 1, US9!1; therefore, no 
comparison can be made for the June quarter of 1899, and the Imports for 1900 
are too insignificant to mention. 

BE mr.E-NOBTH CHINA.. 

Imports specified as American into the three nOJ-thel'n ports of Chefoo, Tientsin, 
and Niuchwang for the quarte1· ended June 30, 1900, and same period of 

- 1899. 

Articles. 

~~i~~~ = =~~~~===~=~~~~~ ~~~~;~g~~~= 
·Flour • _____________ haikwan taels .. 
Oil, kerooone ______________ ga.llons .. 

1899. 1900. Increase. De
crease. 

50!,578 219,398 ------------ 285,180 

1 65~1-,885805: 14,270 -----· ...... 11,615 
, ' 1,052,635 ------------ 599,170 

86,650 193,994 . 107,344 ----------
2,~,040 3,544,530 b 1,205,490 ----------

•Chefoo only; not specified elsewhere. b Due to gains at Chefoo. 
Thus in this quarter, in spite of the large gains credited to Chefoo, the 

northern imports declined more than half from those of the ame period of 
1899. 
Merchandi e specified as Ame1-ican impOJ-ted into the ports of Chefoo, Tientsin, 

and 1\iuchwang dun:ng the qual'ter endecl Septembe1· 3!1, 1[)()(), and the same 
period of 1899. 

Articles. 1899. 1900. De
crease. 

The above gives a good itlea of what a mob in China can do in interfering 
with trade. The greatest loss i'3, of course, in cotton piece goods, and th.is 
cessation of imports must have been most keenly felt in the Southern States. 
Probably no country in the world suffered as much as did the United States, 
for the scene of strife covered practically our field of trade. 

These tables do not by any means show om· losse3. They only serve to 
show the losses in a few specified lines. 

hnpol'ts of me1·chandise into the p01-ts of Chefoo, Tientsin, and Nittchwang 
du1·ing the qual'te1· ended eptem,ber SO, 1900, and same pel'iod of 1809. 

Articles. 

Opium ......................... piculs" .. 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~:~~~~~ ~ 
Indian ____________ -------- .... do ... . 
Japanese-- ~ -- .... --···· ...... do ... . 

Drills: 

~~~h~~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~ =~ ~~ ==== ~ ~ ~= ~~~~~g~ ~~ ~ 
American __________ : _________ do ... . 

Jeans: 

~~f~h~~ ~ = = ~ ~ = ~ ~ == ~ ~ == ~=~~ ~ == =~g= = = ~ 
American ----------------····do .... 

Shef;.:~~~~~~ = ~~~~= ====~~=~~===~g= ==~ 
American-----------·-· ______ do ___ _ 

Chintzes -------------------------do .... Twills ___________ ..... ____ --- - ____ do ___ _ 

a~~~~~g;·=~~=~~~=~===~~~===~g~~=~ 
Velv~ts and velveteens __________ do ... , 
Muslin and lawn ................. do .. .. 
Handkerchiefs .. _ ...... _. __ .... dozen .. 
Towels ------·--------------------do .... 
Cottonades .... _ .. _. _ .. _. _---- .. pieces .. 
Mahomedans ____________________ do .... 
Cotton: 

Spanish stripes .............. do .. .. 
FlanneL ........... _ ..... ---- .do .. .. 
Yarn-

~n~~========~~==:====~~~g==== 
~~~~~s~t========~~======~g=~== . 

Native cotton goods: 
Drills .. ........... ------ ...... do .. .. Sheetings ____________________ do .. .. 

Woolen goods: 
Camlets, English.-- -- ........ do .... 

t:~lffs ~ = ~~~~~ = =~~= ~ ==~= === =~g=== = Spanish stripes ______________ do .... 
Broadcloth. __ .. __ ....... -----do.---
Russian cloth ________________ do ... . 
Italian cloth ....•.. _ .... -..... do ... . 

Metals: 
Iron-

Nail rods_---··· ....... piculs• .. Bar _______________________ do .. .. 
Wire _____________________ do ... . 
Old _______________________ do .. .. 

Tin ___________________________ do ... . 

~ay~~~~======~~~~~=======gg===~ Inkstone _____________________ do .. .. 
White metal ______________ ... do .. .. 

Sundries: 
Buttons, brass-------- ...... gross .. 
Coal_ ..... _-------------- ..... tons .. Cotton, raw _______ _________ pieces .. 
Dyes, anilina ...... haikwan taela .. 
Flom·, American .. ____ ._ ..... do .... 
Glass, window ______________ boxes .. 

Matches _____ -----· ______________ gross .. 
Needles ... ---------------···----·mille .. 
Oil, kerosene: Am.erican _________________ gallons .. 

Russian ______________________ do .... 

18£9. lroJ. IInmase.l cr~e 
1,000 15i 843 

630,30! 
1~, 178 

500 
21,368 

5,415 
4,~ 

371,172 

5,590 
5,310 
22,~ 

12,466 
4,950 

839,480 
62,249 
1,695 

00,008 
102 'i'<l9 

1,296 
2,367 

26,454 
148,204 

2,277 
80 

4,738 
5,450 

2,198 
37,14.2 

122,294 
10,~ 

150 
21,800 

980 
5,260 
2,820 
1122 

'246 
180 

1,681 

17,~ 
8,108 

466 
117,680 

249 
7,327 

979 
5,801 

34 
83 

'12,691 
3,318 

---------
---------

1,080 
ID) 

20,589 

1,210 
1,000. 
3,340 

3,517 

--si~~oo-
21,340 
1,162 
1,804 

13,534 
---------
~ 

12,279 
13,652 

400 
--·------

4.00 
8';'8 

360 
5,670 
5, 714 
2,99'.3 

450 
---------

120 
240 
ID) 
108 

----------
----------

------ ----

....... -------

----------
----------
----------
... ........................ 

300 
------··--

2,205 ----------
44 ----------

9,236 
72 

463 
1 

1,909 

5.17,607 
129,800 

500 
21,Z68 

4,~5 
4120 

av::o:5ss 

4,380 
4,310 

19,590 

11,949 
4950 

757,690 
41,000 

53:~ 
28,80! 
89 215 

1,298 
2,129 

H 175 
134,552 

1,877 
80 

4.,330 
4.,572 

1,833 
31,472 

116,58U 
7,331 

--··m_;soo 
8GO 

5,:2) 
2,620 
1,014 

246 
180 

1,681 

15,129 
7 667 
'466 

108,450 
1i7 

6,884 
9i 

3 9& 
'34: 

83 

~.145 4,000 
5,~ 13,847 

15,718 74 
--·b·7~7i4- ----~~~~ 

166, 663 6, 799 
15 '275 19, 225 

7,021 1,440 
1, 063, 999 245, 393 

4.36, 325 18, 000 

2. 053.100 I 50.000 
1, 581, 000 15, 000 

15,644 
159,86-1, 
139,05:) 

6 5Sl 
818:606 
418,325 

2,053,100 
1,566,000 

•1 picu1=133t pounds. 
bAll at Chefoo for war ships, transports, etc. 

From the above list I have excluded native sundries; for instance, Kaipin~ 
coal all comes from Tientsin and rice from Canton and Chinkiang; and, 
although I have set forth the figures in strict accordance with the custo:m.s 
.retm·ns, neverthele§s they do not give an accm·ate idea of the trade. 

HIPPING. 

The number of ships that entered the northern ports for the quarter ended 
September 00, 1899, was: 

Port. 1899. 1900. De
crease. 

-------------------------------------·-------------------I 

350,583 Niuchwang _ ... ---------- --.----.---- ------. : .... .. ' 

~:m ~~f~~-=~= ~~== ====== ~~====~~~=~:~~=====~~~~= = ~~ =~~ ~ 
196 

(•) 
522 

2,053:100 
•No record. 

. 
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REVEll."'UE. 

Revenue for Septembe1· qua-rter (total collection). 

Port. 1899. 1!XX>. Decrease. 

Hlc. taels. Hk. taels. Hk. taels. 
278,912 90 259 188, 653 
345, 009 oo: 081 285, 128 
185, 187 88, 166 97, 021 

~:;~~~~-:::::~~=:==~~=:==~~=:==~~===~~=== 
Chefoo .. -·---- ....•..... ---- ••...• __ ....•..... 

Total ------------- ----- ....... _______ __ 809,008 ~.506 570,802 

The total collection of duties for all Chlna during the quarter ended Sep
tember 00, 1!XX>, was 5,163,795 haikwan taels, while for the same quarter of 
1899 it was 7,623,386 haikwan taels, a loss of 2,459,591 haikwan taels. This loss 
is for only one quarter. 

The foregoing statistics are compiled from the returns for the quarters 
ended June 00 and SeptemberOO, 1900, issued by the foreign customs of Chlna. 

UNITE.D STATES STATISTICS. 

An examination of the returns issued by the United States Treasury De
partment reveals the following: 
Value of expm·ts f1·01n United States to Chinese Empire fm· first ten months of 

1899 and 1900. 

l~ ========== ====== =======~==== :::::: ====== ==~========= ======: ::::: ==== $~:~:~ 
Loss ....... ------ __ ........ ------ ____ .................. ______ ____ 2, 18&, 144 

This does not show what we really lost, for there are immense quantities 
of merchandise in the ports to be worked off before importations can recom
mence. The year 1000 began with the greatest increase in our trade ever 
known and ended with the most serious losses. 

The losses to the cotton trade alone I estimate at over $3,<XX>,<XX>. 

* * * * * * * For the five months of 1!XX> before the outbreak our trade had increased 
(net) $684,216 over that for the five months of 1899. 

For the five months from June to October there was a net loss of $2,865,043. 
The Treasury statistics, it should be remembered, do not embrace all of 

our trade with China, as large quantities of merchandise are sent into China 
from the United States via Japan, Hongkong, London, etc. . 

.As nearly all the cotton piece goods from the United States are for the 
northern trade, I extract the following from the Treasury statistics to show 
how this trade was affected: 

Value, by rnonths, of the expm·ts to China of cotton piece goods. 

Month. 

January ....... ----------- ...... ------

~~~~~-=~::::::::=== ==== =====~=~==== 
ApriL ... -------------- .... :. ..... ------

f:Je·~~~~ ~~~~ ~~--~== ==== = == === ==== =--~~·= = 
July------ ----·------------------------

t~:r!iiei:=:==~~===:================== October. _____________________________ _ 

1899. 

$855,528 
1,047,275 

982,722 
564,487 
626,964 

1,568, 725 
728,721 
598,380 
669,013 
772,834 

TotaL ..... ------ ...... ____ ...... 8,414, 649 

1!XX>. Increase. cr~e. 

~.217 ---------- $35,311 
702, 406 ------ ---- 344, 865 

1, 172,152 $189,400 ----------
398,262 ---------- 166,229 
!1.8,123 - --------- 008,841 
554, 188 ---------- 1,014:,537 
859,500 100,779 ----------
100,500 ---------- 494,860 

----------- ---------- 669,013 
25,375 ---------- 747,459 

5,053,743 1---------- 3,360,~ 

The following statement may also be found of interest: 
Deliveries of cotton and tcoolen piece goods jrmn Shanghai to Ningpo and 

Vladivostok in 1900 and 1899. 

Ningpo. Vladivostok. 
Goods. 

1900. 1899. 1900. 1899. 
----------------1----J----------
Gray shirtings ..................... pieces .. 413,330 477,281 114,755 89,725 
T cloths: 

32inches .......................... do.... 38,6'i0 52,181 ------------------
00 inches ........ ____________ ...... do.... 24,061 29,180 ......... __ __ 
32 and 36 inches------------ ...... do.... 15,995 26~731 
Indian, 32 and 36 inches .......... do.... 2, 729 1,400 100 80 

White shirtings ______________________ do .... 114,829 110,662 92,335 68,553 
Drills: 

English and Dutch .............. do.... 4,080 6,945 
American ________________ ........ do.... 26,500 ·28,535 

Shes:~=~--====::====~~==~====:====~g==== 8,~ 9,: 
American ______ ------------ ...... do.... 49,785 50,960 

Printed cottons ...................... do.... 13,663 00,800 

79,656 74,564 
19,245 16,840 

57,787 65,117 
--------- 1, (XX) 

7,120 22,355 
7,049 4, 783 

tell a tale of loss to the producer as well as to the merchant that is startling. 
In the item of dogskins, it will be noticed that 1,284 were exported this year 
against 18,8371ast year1 while in bristles, shee~skin clothing, and many other 
articles the falling off IS equally noticeable. Nor is the outlook for the year 
1901 favorable for large shipments. The country north of Tientsin, where the 
princi;J?3.1 articles of export are produced. is now overrun with ex-Boxers and 
exsoldiers who have turned bandits; and it will be exceedingly d.ifficult for 
merchants to get goods out of or into the interior. 

P 1''incipal articles of export for the years 1899 and 1900. 

Articles. 1899. 1900. 

Piculs. Pounds. Piculs. Pounds. 
Bristles ..... __ . __ ............... 13,899 1,853,~ 8,077 1,076,~ 
Fea. thers, duck __ ... __ .......... 1,516 202,133 1,006 134,133 
Hair, horse--------------------- 8,461 1,128,133 2,50! 333,866 
Jute .. --------------------------- 19, 6'i8 2,623,733 2200 001,333 
Straw braid ______ .............. 25,160 3;354,666 oo:122 2,682,~ 
Wool: 

CameL ........ __ .. __ ........ 40,923 5,456,400 16,988 2,265,066 
Goat------------------------ 4,832 644,266 2,510 33!, 666 
Sheep------------- __________ 217,8TI 29,049,400 108 965 14,528,666 

Pieces. Pie~s. 

~~=~=============~==== 18,837 ------ ----·- 1,284 ----·------· 741 311 ............. ------ 173,lll .............. -.......... 

~e~~~thlllg-: ==~~=~==== :=:: 
1.29:872 - ........... ------ 5 121 ------------

Ki~-sk:in clothin~. ____ .......... 
16,968 -.......... ---·-- 6, 700 ------------
79,799 ............................ 22,831. ------------

L!l.m bskin clothing ............. 71,614 ------------ 32,568 ... ........................... 
Sheepskin clothing. : . .... _ ... __ 114,613 ---"- -- --·--- 9,481 .............. .......... ..... 
Untanned ~oatskins ........ ---- 2,627,870 ------ ............... 932,067 ------------
Untanned ambskins ........... 606,247 ------------ 242,540 ------------

Exports to the United States fm· the yea1·s 1898, 1899, and 1900. 

Articles. 1899. 1!XX>. 1898. 1 

---------------l-------~-------------~-----1-----~-----· 

Taels... Taels. a Taels ... I 
Bristles .. .. .. .. .. .. . 129, (9). 28 $85, 289 184, 503. 23 $126, 569180, 082. 49.$123, 5.'37 
Calllets............. 2,736.77 1,809 4,918.5'7 3,374 1,255.65 861 
Curios, em broider-

ies,porcelains..... 3,555.21 2,550 39,571.95 27,146 869.65 593 
Hides, cow.......... 5,614.13 3,711 1,472.06 1,010 6,996.48 4,800 
Intestines,sheep.... 18,367.95 12,141 !!,755.41 6,692 5,140.24 3,526 
Miscellaneous • .. ... 6, 712.78 4, 4371 2, 046.92 1, 404 2, 496. 66 1, 713 
Pe~sonal effects .. .. . .. .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. .. 1, 611. 36 1,105 881. 80 00> 
Skins: • 

Sheep........... 7,226.51 4,'i77 42,079.69 28,867 4,383.21 3,007 
Goat-

Untanned.. 35,757.21 23,636 253,497.19 173,899 42,036.63 28,837 
Dressed..... 46,882.85 00,990 271,368.16 186,159 7,880.01 5,406 

Tiger and leop-
ard ............ ---------------- ---- 2,857.66 1,960---------- --------

Strawbraid ......... l 283,782.52 187,580 225,926.00 154,9851189,846.86 100,235 
Wool, sheep ......... 

1

1, 143,595.26 755,916
1

1,845,623. ~11,266, 098~856,441. 98 587,519 

o.The Tientsin tael in 1898 was valued at 66.1 cents; in 1899, 68.62 cents; in 
1900, 68.67 cents. 

IMPORTS. 

I am unable to give any reliable import statistics. Outside of supplies im 
ported for the armies (not accounted for in the customs records), the same 
ratio of loss appears as given in the export returns. The cotton and woolen 
industries have suffered heavily. 

The supplies furnished the United States troops have attracted the notice 
and envy of all other nationalities, including the merchant as well as the sol
dier-an advertisement that could not well have been procured in any other 
manner. 

TIENTSIN, January 3, 1901. 
JAMES W. RAGSDALE, Consul. 

Cotton yarn: 

f£~; ::;:~ ;; ;:;:; ::::: :; ; :;~;~~~ ~ 2,684 
009 

3,427 
2,293 
1,880 

2,501 
276 

2,448 
1,539 
2,166 
1,008 
2,800 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, on account of the contrac
tion of the foreign market for the products of Southern mills the 
goods were thrown on the domestic market with disastrous con
sequence. The cotton mills of New England, which up to that 
time had supplied the domestic market, also suffered severely. 
Although we have wrested the cotton market from England, 
Japan and Germany are ready to take it away from us. Ought 
we not to do everything in our power to retain it, and refrain from 
offering a gratuitous insult to our best customer by enacting this 
hostile legislation? The question of possible retaliation by Chiila 
and her people should also be remembered. There are already 
rumors to that effect, the Chinese merchants and others in this 

15 93 country, it is understood, having recently urged the Chinese Gov-
-------~- ::::::::: ernment to take measures to retaliate in case of unduly severe and 

Spa~h stripes, woolen ........... pieces .. 
Medium and broad cloths ........... do .. .. 
Camlets ...... ____ ..... _____ ------ .... do .. .. 

t~=~:i~=:====~=~~=~=~============~g==== Cotton lastings and Italia.ns ......... do .... 

690 
3,(XX) 

780 
1,280 
3,289 

47,342 

910 
1,440 
5,011 

40,600 

-----i7o· 
00 

495 
780 
822 

19,819 

6 
199 
140 
790 
513 

3,153 
28,859 

JOHN FOWLER, Con-sul. 
CHEFOO, February 9, 1901. 

EXPORT TRADE FROM TIIDI"TSIN. 
The export returns herewith submitted give striking evidences of how 

Tientsin and north Chlna have suffered in consequence of the uprising. The 
enormous discrepancies between the figures for the present and for last year 

harsh laws in violation of treaty provisions. Although we need 
not pay undue heed to such rumors, and we should do what we 
think is our duty to our own people, yet we should not give un
necessary offense to a friendly nation with whom we wish to con
tinue to trade. 

As I have before said, the reenactment of the present law an
swers what is required, and this bill, for the reasons that I have 
given, ought not to be passed. 

Since the Senator from Oregon in his speech on this subject-
and it was a very able and exhaustive one-referred to Minister 
Wu's address, delivered at the International Commercial Con
gress in Philadelphia in 1899, concerning our trade with China, 
it is but fair to give the whole address, instead of cutting out two 
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or three paragraphs in it, and, by the courtesy of the Senate, I 
will append the m..i.nister's address herewith as a part of my 
speech. It will show that he apprehends that our trade with 
China may be retarded by unwise methods and hostile legislation . 

The address refened to is as follows: 
Mr. CHA.IRMAN, LADIES, AND GENTLEMEN: We are assembled here to-day 

to discuss matters affecting international commerce-to enter into a general 
discussion respe~ting the world's trade-with a view to its development for 
the benefit of all nations. China gladly takes part in this congresst and she 
has accordingly sent two delegates to represent her in this body. It 1s a well
known fact that China's trade and commerce with foreign nations has been 
and is increasing every year. This is especially the case with the United 
States. Since the opening of my country to foreign commerce, fifty years 
ago, her trade with the United States has been steadily increasing. To ~o 
no further back than the year 1891, I tind in the trade returns of the imperial 
maritime customs for that year the exports of the United States to China 
amounted, in round numbers, to 7,700,000 taels, and the imports from China 
to 9,000,000 taels. 

The volume of trade has increased rapidly every year, and it reached the 
following figures last year: Exportsfrmu the UnitedStatesto China,!!J.l63,312 
taels, and imports from China, 11.,986,771 taels, with a total of 20,150,lRlii taels. 
It is a significant fact that for many years the value of your exports to China 
was less than your imports, but last year it was the other way. Your ex
ports exceeded your imports by over 5,000,000 ta.els. Thus it indicates clearly 
that your export trade has been and is increasing immensely. I have taken 
the e figures, as I say, from the customs returns; but, according to the 
United States consul at Ohefoo, Mr. Fowler, who seems to have taken great 
pains in going over the figures, the United States trade with China is under
a timated by one-third~ because the customs method of reokonin~ is to credit 
the !iliip with the mercnandise she carries; so a steamer, say, fiymg the Brit
ish ~)a~ and carrying a large quantity of American goods, the goods so im
porrea will be put down as British and not American. 

Thus, according to Mr. Fowler, your trade with China last year was 
40,000,000 taels. Gratifying as these figures a1·e, they will not stop there, but 
will continue to advance every year. Now that the United States has prac
tically become our neighbor by its recent acquisition of the Philippine 
Islands, the prospect is brighter than ever, and I should not be surprised if, 
under favorable conditions and not retarded by unwise methods the trade 
will be doubled or trebled in a few years. I say, if not retarded by unwise 
methods. Let me give you an illustration. Mr. Wildman, the United States 
consul-general at Hongkong, used these significant sentences in his r eport of 
November 22,1898, after having studied the question thoroughly: "Broadly 
speaking~ there is not an industry in the islands (Phllip~ines) that will not 
be ruinea if Chinese labor is not permitted." And agam, in his report of 
July llast, speaking of the establishment of cotton mills in Hong kong, which 
is. looked upon as a remunerative undertaking, he says: "The only thing that 
the promoters of this English industry fear is that mills will be established 
in Manila, which would only be possible if Chinese labor were admitted 
freely." 

This opinion of your consul, who has been many years in the East, and 
whose business is to protect the interests of his' countrymen, is universally 
confirmed by all other compet :mt judges in the matter. It is therefore 

• manifestly to your interest that Chinese immigration to the Philippines 
should be as free as possible. In settling upon a policy of such vital rmpor
t ance, a.tl'ecting the welfare and prosperity of your newly-a.cquired posses
sions, it is well to study the course pursued by another great power in its 
colonies adjacent, whose conditions are very much similar. Take the case 
of Hongkong. It was but a barren rock on the Chinese coast. But since 
its occupation by Great Britain, every inducement has been given to the 
Cllinese to como and settle there. Now it has become a great center of 
trade, as fair a city as can be found tmder the tropical sun, a genuine pearl 
of great price, and the pride of the BritiEh Empire. 

I t is the Chinese that have contributed so largely to the prosperity of that 
Briti.sh colony. Then again, consider the Straits Settlements, which are not 
so near to Chma a the Philippines. There the Chinese form a large propor
tion of the population. The:J,r presence has been deemed desirable, and no 
r estriction is placed upon their admission. The English people are well 
known to ba shrewd and good colonizers and if Chinese immigration were 
objectionable, they would have stopped it long ago. But instead of doing 
that, they have held out every inducement to Chinese to come to their colo
nies, because they know by experience that Chinese are useful to them. It 
is not for me to say what policy should be adopted by the American Govern
ment for the Philippine Islands, but apart from other considerations, and 
looking solely to the interests of the archiJ?elago, it would seem to be a sui
cidal policy, from a statesman's point of VIew, to prohibit the entrance of 
Chinese labor into those islands. 

While upon this subject I feel compelled to refer to the status of my coun
trymen in this country. Although from fear of undue competition with 
American labor, it was thought expedient seventeen years ago to enact a law 
to prohibit the coming of Chinese laborers to this country, subsequent lelris
lation on this subject has gone so far as to interfere with the coming of other 
classes of Chinese as well. It has been held by the highe3t legal authority in 
this country "that the result of the whole body of these laws and decisions 
thereon is to determine that the true theory is not that all Chinese persons 
mo.¥ enter this country who are not forbidden, but that only those who are 
entttled to enter are expressly allowed." In consequence of this opinion, all 
collector s of customs and inspectors in this country and in the Hawaiian Is
lands have been instruct ed to r efuse admission to persons described as sales
men, clerks, buyers, cashiers, physicians, proprietors of restaurants, etc. 
My attention was called the other day to the case of three Chinese clergy
m en who were not allowed to land. The legal functionary stated his de
rision thus: ' I am of the opinion that ministers, preachers, and missionaries, 
a well as doctors, la.~ers, etc., are not of the exempt olaES." 

Therefore should His Excellency L.i Hung Chang come to New York as a 
private individual he would not be allowed to land. Fortunately\ I came to 
this country before this opinion was rendered, otherwise I should navo been 
excluded, and I must abandon any intention I may have of coming to the 
United States jn the futUl'e as a Confucian miESiomry because I shall be 
turned back. It must not be inferred that in this matter I throw any blame 
on the officials char~ed with t.he carrying out of the Chinese-exclusion laws. 
They are simply domg their duty. And here I would acknowledge the uni
form courtesy and kindly feeling shown me by all the officials, high and low, 
with whom I have come 1n contact. I simply point out that under the exist
ing la.ws and regulations} my countrymen are singled out as the only people 
who are not permitted ~except a very few under certain strict conditions) 
to come to the United States and its colonial possessions, while the sub
jects and citizens of all other nations, of whatever color or race, including 
Japanese, Malays, Siamese, a.nd other Asiatics, and Africa~ and even sav
ages, are at liberty to enter freely. Persons are generally disliked on account 
of their indolence, immorality, and other bad qualities, but I believe this is 
the first instance in the history of the world that a people are considered as 
undesirable and excluded from a country because of their industry, perse-

verance, honesty, and other good qualities. China does not make such in
vidious distinctions. 

What is open to one nation is open to all nations. All are equally welcome. 
So far from taking any retaliatory measure, she is still holding the most 
friendly and cordial relations with the Unitea States, and I hope and trust 
these relations will lon~ continue. And referring to the discussions to-day 
about open door, China IS for O.J>en door; she opens her doors; her doors are 
wide open to you all without distinction of race and color and of any nation 
at all; all are welcome equally. In view of the certain increase of this vast 
trade and commerce between China and the United States, and in view of the 
unrivaled opportunities China offers to American capital and enterprise, the 
question naturally arises whether it is worth while to keep in your statute 
book a discriminating law against a. people with whom it is to your interest 
to keep and maintain relations of the most friendly nature. This is a ques
tion for the merchants, manufacturers, capitalists, and laborers of this coun
try to decide, and I am sure they will decide rightly and fairly when the facts 
are laid before them. I do not fear that even American laborers will offer 
any opposition, because being intelligent menandmenof commonsense they 
will understand that increase of trade means, of necessity, increase of em
ployment and work, hence prosperity for them. 

With the view of expanding the trade between China and the United 
States, it has occurred tome that the establishment of an institution on lines 
somewhat similar to those laid down for the Philadelphia Commercial Mu
seum, at some Chinese seaport, say Shanghai, would be an excellent thing. 
Manufacturers could then send samples of their goods there on exhibition, 
so that the natives could see what America has to sell in the way of manu
factultes and agricultural products. On the other hand, the products of 
Chinese factory and soil mig-ht also be placed on exhibition in the same build
ing. A permanent exposition of this kind would certainly result in lasting 
benefit to both sides. I notice that a similar scheme has been proposed by 
tlle United States consul-general at Shanghai and Hongkong and I take 
great pleasure in recommending such a seheme to the favorable considera
tion of the ma.nufacttU'ers and merchants of this country. 

I am exceedingly glad that I have been able to be present at some of the 
sessions of this congress. This is an era of conferences and international 
conferences. We have seen the Social Congress, the Medical Congress, the 
Women's Congress, the Mothers' Congress, the Congress of Demo~raphy and 
Hygiene, the Disarmament Congress, etc., that have been held m different 
countries. Now we have this International Commercial Congress. Great 
credit is due to Dr. Wilson and his associates for getting up this congress, 
and I am sure I am expressing the sentiment of all of us that we are ~ateful 
to them for inviting us to take part in it. This congress in my opiruon, can 
not fail to do good to the world at large. It has brought together the repre
sentative men from different countries and afforded them anoJ?portunity to 
propose and express their views from the standpoint of thrur respective 
countries, and at the same time ascertain the VIews of other nations and 
States. 

I anticipate that the results of this congress will be far-reaching. When 
the representatives of the different nations report to their respective gov
ernments and chambers of commerce the things they have seen, the people 
they have met and talked with, and the impressions they have formed from 
personal contact and investigation, a better understanding will naturally be 
established between nations and peoples, leading to closer friendship and to 
the increase of trade and commerce. My earnest hope is that in our delib
erations here we shall r:i.Ee to that highu plane which enables us to see our 
war. to contribute as much as p ossible to the common good of the world, 
while not givin&' up the national interests of each. I pray that the efforts of 
these good menmgettinguJ>thiscongre swill be crowned withgreatsuccoos, 
and its beneficial results will be permanent. [Prolonged applause.] 

Mr. GALLINGER. Is there any necessity for our arousing the 
ill feeling of the Chinese in the United States and the Chinese Gov
ernment? If there were an absolute necessity for it, I should nDt 
much care what legislation was passed here, for I am for America 
against the world. Yet I should then hope that the Congress of 
the United States would not, even under stress of circumstances 
so far as our own people are concerned, waive lightly aside obli
gations that we are under to other nations because of solemn 
treaties into which we have entered with them. 

Admitting, Mr. President, that there are now and then frauds 
committed by laborers who personate themselves as merchants, . 
students, or others of the exempt classes, as has bean charged in 
this debate, is that a sufficient gmund for enacting unduly harsh 
measures, which not only interfere with the coming to this coun
try of the respectable classes of Chinese, but encroach on the 
privileges guaranteed to these classes by treaty. Shall we be jus
tified, under the cloak of preventing frauds by a few laborers in 
practically stopping all respectable classes of Chinese from coming 
here? Would we be justified in stopping all people from going 
out at night because thefts are committed under the cover of 
darkness? There is as much argument in this as there is for en
acting some of the provisions of this bill. The present law seems 
to be adequate, and has proved effective, as the census reports 
show. 

I find that the Chinese population of the United States, accord· 
ing to the census reports of 1890, were 107,488, and in 1000 the 
number had been reduced to 89,863. 

Mr. President, as I have listened to some of the speeches in this 
Chamber on the pending bill, I have wondered if it could be pos
sible that the Senators were so frightened because 80,000 Chine e 
have habitation in a nation of 80,000,000 people. There are 89,863 
Chinese in the United States, according to the census reports of 
1900. So there has been a decrease of 17,625 in this country dm·· 
i11g the last decade, which shows that the existing law is effective 
in keeping out the Chinese from our territory. In 1890 there were 
72,472 Chinese in California, while in 1900 there were only 45,753, 
a decrease of nearly 40 per cent in a single decade. 

They are being blotted out rapidly, and if the decrease con
tinues for twenty-five years a Chinaman will be as scarce in Cal
ifornia as an angel's vi it is, and yet the Senators from tht3 Pacific 
coast lift up their hands in holy horror and declare that the best 



1902. CONGRESSIO AL RECORD-SENATE. 
I 

3881 
interests of this Government demand that we shall enact this 
harsh and unnecessarily restrictive legislation. 

What necessity is there for it, I will ask, and I ask it wit~ mo~ 
emphasis than I otherwise would .from the fact that I be~eve ~ 
will arouse alarm among the Chinese who are properly m this 
eountry and create ill-feeling against us in the Chinese Empire. 

Mr. President, while I sympathize with eyery well-directed ef
fOI·t to protect labor from foreign competition. I do not see that 
there is any real necessity for this rigid legislation. The danger 
has been greatly magnified. If we are really sincere in om: pro
fessions of friendship and good will to China and do not wish to 
violate our treaty provisions, why should weproc~d to enact such 
drastic measures in defiance of the protest of China? Of cou~se 
we have a perfect 1·ight to legislate as we think proper, but while 
we are professing sincere friendship for China and want her to 
keep her doors open to us and give us a share of her trade, is it 
proper to place obstacles in the way of her merchants, hnyers) 
and other respectable Chinese from coming here for. the p~se 
of trade or education, or travel? In these days of mternational 
interc011i-sea strong and powerful nation should not doan~g, 
either by legislation or otherwise, to annoy a.people of a friendly 
nation who may be weak and unable to retaliate. " . 

I want now to briefly advert to some of the so-called testi
mony " that was taken by the committee) none o-f which was~ 
properly speaking, testimony, but rather unsworn statements by 
gentlemen representing both sides of the controversy. 

The Senator from Indiana quoted at length from the statement 
of James R. Dunn chief of the Chinese bureau in San Francisco. 
That gentleman m~de an attack on the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company, saying that he had ~ormation ~hat that compa~y had 
systematically violated the Chinese-exclUSJ.on law. He did not 

m.&n&ger of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company I w~ lieutenant in t~e N &vy' 
of the United States and bad been in the naval serVIce from 1874: until1892. 

I have bad called io my attention a statement ma~e by James~· r>up.n, on 
page 316 of the testimony before the Senate Comm.:ittee on Immigration, a.s 
follows: . I will '-~te ..... ~t I "I am informed upon absolutely credible a.uthonty (here s... ldUI<. 

will give to the chairman of this co~ttee, .if de~ed, t.he na~e of my m
form.ant, which,Jwwe. ver, I will not div:nlge m this public m~t!ng), that !l 
prominent San ..l'TSD.e:iscan, personally favorable to the a~SlOJ?. of Chi
nese called the attention of the general manager of the Pacific Mail St~am
ship 'Company to the possibility of 1 bringing over' large numbers of Chinese 
laborers in the guise of ~erchan.ts, stu~t;s. teachers, and trave12rs: It ap
pears that until then this generous proVlSlon of the law had been virtually 
1~ored by the promot-ers of Chinese immigration. After very care...4'ul con
&deration by the representatives of the steamship company the scheme "IYas 
put in operation, and agents were sent to C~a for t~e p~ose of working 
up the business. Chinese laborers were proVIded With certificates. as mer
chants, students, etc., and the Chinese passenger ti:affi.c gre:v to IIDIDense

1 proportions. For some two & three years the busmess thrived. The co -
lectors of customs looked u~~:ese certificates a.s absolt?-t& evidence.of the 
right of the applicants to a · ·on, and they were admitted after little or 
no investigation. n • • 

I deny absolutely and without any qualification whatever the foregomg 
statement of Mr. Dunn as to the whole and each and every part thereof. 

I deny that any "prominent San Franciscan," or any one else, ever C!Jolled 
to my attention "the possibility of 1 bringing over' large numbers of Chinese 
laborers in the gn:is& of merchants, students, teachers2 and travelers." 

I further deny that "after very careful considera~on by the representa
tives of the steamship company the scheme.was put m o~ratl~~ and agents 
were sent to China for the purpose of working up ~e bus~ess. . 

I further deny that "Chinese laborers were proVIded Wlth certif?.cates as 
merchants, students, etc., and the Chinese passenger tmfiic grew to IIDIDense 
proportions-." · 

I further aver that neither I nor any other officer o:r; employee of the ra
cific Mail Steamship Company has ever been engaged lJ?. any wrongf~ or~
proper attempt to increase the Chinese traffic on the ships of the Pacific ~il 
Steamship Company by any unlawful or impr~pe~ means. or by the pra~tice 
of any fraud whatever in the. matter of furnishin~ certificate:; to G~ese 
laborers or in any other way smce the time that I nave boon VIca-prasident 
and generallll.allager of the said company· R. p. SCHWERIN. 

o-ive the name of his informant, so that Mr. Dunn's unsupported Sub~CJ.-ibed and sworn to before me this 'i'th day of April, 1002. 
o

4 

d h E. L. CORNELIUS, statement is all we have on that point. On the other han , t e Notary Public, District of Columbia, 
officers of the Pacific ])fail Steamship Company absolutely and Mr. FAIRBANKS. May I in~n-upt my friend? 
unqualifiedly deny the truth of the charge, and yet Mr. Dunn's Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to add just one word; that as 
statement has been made to do service in this debate as though against this affidavit we have the unsupported and unsworn state
it were a matter of the greatest possible consequence. ment of Mr. Dunn. In that statement Mr. Dlmn said he would 

Mr. F AIRBANKSL May I interrupt the Senator rrom New give the name of his informant to the chairman of the committee, 
Hampshire? which I understand he has not yet given, unless the SenatJr has 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certalnly. it in his possession this morning. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. In order to get accurate informationt I Mr. PENROSE. I will state for the information of the Sena-

will ask the Senator if he will indicate where in the record the tor from New Hampshire that I asked Mr. Dunn yesterdc'l.y to 
denial is to be found, if it is to be found there. furnish me with the name of his informant. He has addressed a 

Mr. GALLINGER. What denial? letter to me giving all the particulars. I will send for the letter, 
l\1r. FAIRBANKS. The denial of the steamship company. which I loaned to a Senator to examine, and as soon as it arrives, 
llr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that I have it which will be in a few minutes, I will produce it and hav-e it 

pe1·sonally from some of the officers of the steamship company, read. 
and I give it on my own personal responsibility. Mr. GALLINGER. I wish the Senator would get l\Ir. Dunn to 

1\fr. FAIRBANKS. I did notlmowbutthat there was a denial swear to it. 
somewhere else. Mr. FAffiBANKS. MayinowinterrupttheSenatorfromNew 

Mr. GALLINGER. The junior Senator from Ve1mont [Mr. Hampshire? 
DILLIXGHAM] made the denial very pointedly the other day in Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
this Chamber. · Mr. FAIRBANKS. It will be for justa moment. By reference 

.Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President-- to the testimony before the Committee on ImmigJ.·ation, page 285, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New it will be found that the date of the hearing at which Mr. Dunn 

Hampshire yield to the Senator from Vermont? made his statement was Monday, February 10, which was prac· 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. tically two months ago. For full two months the positive state-
Mr. DILLINGHAM. I have in my hand the affidavit of Mr. ment of Mr. Dunn has gone unquestioned, until challenged bythis 

Schwerin vice president and general manager of the Pacific Mail affidavit. I ask the Senator the date of it? 
Stea.!nship Company1 in which he denies the truth of the state- Mr. GALLINGER. This affidavit is dated the 'ith day of 
ment. April, only a day or so ago. 

1!1r. GALLINGER. Is the Senator willing to have it inserted Mr. FAIRBANKS. It is very recent. 
as a part of my remarks? Mr. GALLINGER. It is very recent. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. Mr. PENROSE. We have a letter, dated April 8, and if it 
Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that it may be. will not interfere with the remarks of the Senator from New 

inserted as a part of my remarks. Hampshire, and as it is b?ef and this is the proper place, I will 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. It was handed to me. ask the Secretary to read 1t. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I wish the Senator would permit me to in- Ml.·. GALLINGER. I should like very much to have it read. 

terrupt him a little further. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re-
l\1r. GALLINGER Certainly. quested. 
1\Ir. FAIRBANKS. I simply de.sire to state that the statement The Secretary read as follows: 

of Mr. Dunn was made some weeks ago, and it was printed and TREASURY DEPART:m::NT, BuREAu oF liDrrGRATION, 
published in the published hearings of the Committee on Immi- Washington, .Aprils, 1902. 
gration, and until the junior Senator from Vermont challenged sm: In reply to yom: inqu:iry as to ~e na~e of the ~erson who gave me 
the statement a day or so ago it has gone unquestioned. The the information regarding the manner m which the busmess was developed 
.,4-~ - ~l.!,p company was represented before the committee by of importing Chinese laborers in the guise of members of the exem~t clas..c:ee-1 
~vJ .WIDU which was related in my statement before your honorable comm1ttoo ana 
counsel very able. and eminent connsel and the st-a.tement made printed on page 816 of the document entitled "Chinesa Exclusion, Testimony 
there by Mr. Dunn was not challenged by him or any officer of taken before the Committee on Immigration," I have the honor to inform 
the cocrnp.?ny, you that Mr. Robert H . Swayne, of San Francisco, the senior partner of the 

......._ firm of Swayne, Hoyt & Co., prominent customs and shipping brokers, in-
Mr. GALLINGER. That may be so. Mr. Dunn did not swear formed mea.boutone year ago in the office of theCorinadoHotel, Callior· 

to what he said. Mr. Schwerin,. who is a very reputable man, nia, thathehadpe:rsonally suggested the ~Ian to the general manager of the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company; that said plan was a.dpl)ted, after e:areful 

says1 undex oath: investigation of the possibiliti.es, and that pn9r to that time but !ew:, if any.? 
CITY OF W.A.SHINGTO..."f, District of ColU1'ltbia,. s:s: Chinese had ever sought admission to the Umted States under this r1ght ana 

R. P. Schwe:rin. being dulv sworn, deposes and says; . privileg-e. d iled i:nfor 
I am now and have boon tor eight years. last J)ast VIce-preSident and gen- Mr. wart!e described this undertaking with comri;derable eta -

eral manager of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company; and .my office has been mation, which it istmnecessary here to repeat, bnt which may be made known 
in San Francisco, Cal Prior to becoming the vice-president and general if there is any challenge of my \eracity or of Mr. Swayne's statements. As 
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Mr. Swayne's prominence and wide knowledge of Chinese matters rendered 
it im~ ible to discredit his statements, and as said statements but served to 
amplify information already possessed·by the authorities, I made an official 
report to the Treasury Department covering the circumstances of our con
versation soon after it occurred. 

As I st!l.ted in my address to your committee, I was prepared to give its 
chairman the name of my informant, which, however, I would not divulge in 
the op:m meeting of the committee. I have never been- asked for the name 
of my informant until now, and it is promptly given you for the information 
of your committee and others interested, but of course with the understand
ing that it will not be made use of in such public manner as to injure Mr. 
Swayne, who, although actively en~ged in business with the Chinese, is a 
frank, honorable, and prominent citizen of San Francisco. 

• Respectfully, yours, · · 
JAMES R. DUNN. 

Ron. BOIES PENROSE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. a. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President,· I do not wonder that Mr. 
Dunn suggested that he hoped this matter would not be made 
public in a way to injure Mr. Swayne. According to the state
ment made by Mr. Dunn, this Mr. Swayne is a criminal arid 
nothing else. He is a criminal by his own confession, and his 
unsworn statement is placed here as against the sworn statement 
of the vice-president of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President- · 
Mr. GALLINGER. This Mr. Swayne admits that, under

standing what the laws of .the United States were in regard to 
this matter; he deliberately and in cold blood went to an officer 
of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company and suggested to him a 
way in which he could violate the laws of the United States, and 
then he comes in here and poses, I suppose, as a modern reformer 
who wants to-save us from the iniquities that are prevalent in 
this wicked world of ours. 

Mr. PENROSE. I desire to state for the information of the 
Senator from New Hampshire th~t if .he is hunting trouble on 
this subject I can furnish him with the details and the affidavits 
necessary in this matter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection to the details or the 
affidavits, op.ly I do not want a criminal to be brought in here as 
a witness against an honorable gentleman, who, under oath, de
nies the unsupporte_d charge against him . . I do not ~ow why 
the officers of the company allowed this matter to rest a month 
or so. I have myself rested quietly under slanders and falsehoods 
for more than two months, and in some instances I never took the 
trm~ ble to refute them. · 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certailliy. 
·Mr. DILLINGHAM. I think perhaps I should make a state

ment, as I furnished the affidavit of Mr. Schwerin. I was pres
ent when this testimony was given in the committee, but the 
matter passed out of my mind largely until it was brought for
ward by the Senator from Indiana the other day. I then inter
rogated him in open Senate as to the person who had furnished 
this information, and he, like myself, had never been put in pos
session of that fact. I then interrogated the chairman of the 
committee, not in the Senate; and found that he had not at that 
time asked fc;>r. the name of the gentleman referred to by Mr. 
Dimn. But while the discussion was on I was called from the 
Chamber, and there Mr. Schwerin, the vice-president and general 
manager of this company, denied the truthfulness of it, and since 
that time he has furnished me this affidavit, which he asked me 
to use if it became necessary. That is the way it happened to be 
produced here to-day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President-
Mr. FAIRBANKS. May I impose upon the Senator's kindness 

for one moment more? 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is always welcome. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I 4islike to interrupt the Senator. He is 

always courteous and kind. I wish simply to make a suggestion 
at thi point. It seems to me the Senators were entirely justified 
in accepting Mr. Dunn's unchallenged statement made two 
months ago as being founded in fact. If that statement was un
true. it was the proper thing for the officers of the steamship 
company to challenge it before the committee made its report to 
the Senate in order tbat we, having jurisdiction on the subject, 
might inv-estigate further into its absolute authenticity. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator doubt the authenticity 
of this affidavit of the vice-president of the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I doubt the propriety of its being pre
sented to the Senate two months.after the charge was made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. -The matter of propriety does not cut any 
figure in a question of fact. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I have simply this to say. We have the 
conflictfug statements of two men, one an officer of the Govern
ment and one who is not-

Mr. GALLINGER. No; I beg the Senator's pardon-
Mr. FAIRBANKS. The statement of the officer of the Govern

ment was spread upon the public records two months ago, and I 

do say, with all regard to my good friend, that it was I>roper and 
incumbent upon the challenged officers of the steamship ·company 
to make the denial before the committee and not to wait until the 
report was in the Senate before challenging it. That is what I 
have to 8ay. · . . 

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg the Senator's pardon. The contro
versy is not between an officer of the Government and Mr. 
Schwerin, vice-president of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 
It is between .Mr. Swayne, a confessed criminal, and Mr. Schwerin 
the vice-president of the Pacific ¥ail Steamship Company. That 
is where the matter comes now, and waiving aside the question 
of propriety as to. the matter of the time when the denial ought 
to have been made, I prefer to accept the sworn testimony of a 
reputable gentleman to the unsworn testimony of a confessed 
violator of law. With this I pass from that phase of the contro
versy. 

Mr. President, I notice also that Mr. Andrew Furuseth, the • 
walking, talking delegate, who says he represents the seamen of 
the country, and who sai~ the briny deep in the city of Washing
ton on a good salary, made the charge that only six of our fighting 
vessels attached to the Atlantic fleet were fairly well manned; 
but when asked to give the name of his informant replied," I 
would not care about doing that."· That is the kind of "testi
mony" we are invited to accept. 

One witness· said that the United States consuls neglect their 
duties and vise almost every certificate presented to them without 
proper investigation. 

I wonder that the committee, some members of whom are very 
deeply interested in remedying alleged defects in our consular 
system, did not find out just who these consuls were and report 
them to the State Department. Possibly it has been done. I 
hope so. 

This witness says that the consular officers in China habitually 
neglect to take ·proper precautions to find out whether the China
men coming here are entitled to admission or not. But :Mr. 
Dunn, wanting to show his diligence at San Francisco, and the 
report of it is found on page 320 of the testimony, said: 
· The vigilance of the· officers having discovered and prevented these and 
other fraudulent practices, the influx of such applicants bas been dimin
ished about 75 per cent within the past eighteen months, and the number of 
applicants for admission of all classes is reduced almost to the legitimate 
tt·affic. 

So, notwithstanding our consular officers are neglecting their 
duties, according to the testimony of one witness, Mr. DUnn, this 
swift witness against the Pacific Mail Steamship Company says 
that by his diligence and the diligence of other officers of the 
Government the Chinese traffic has been reduced to its legitimate 
dimensions. If this be so, and the census reports fully bear out 
that statement, what earthly need is there of doing anything ex
cept to extend the existing law during the life of the treaty with 
China now in force? . 

Mr. President, I am satisfied that under existing law the Chi
nese in this country are subjected to great indignities in this 
country, and it is proposed to so legislate that the indignities 
will be multiplied. 

I have here a newspaper published in the cityof San Francisco. 
I do not know anything about it. It came to my attention inad
vertently. The proprietor is Frederick Marriott. It seems to be 
a semiliterary paper. It is edited with a good deal of ability, 
and here is~what this San Francisco paper says about the exami
nation of Chinese in San Francisco and their tJ.·eatment there: 

Now that the matter of Chinese exclusion is prominently before Congress 
it might be well to look into some of the methods employed against the Chi
nes:l landing here, and to exploit a few of the abuses that exist in connection 
with the examinations they must go through before it ha been decided 
whether or not they are t-o become residents of the United States. 

Every Chinaman coming to San Francisco must satisfy the collector of the 
port that he is qualified to land-that he is a merchant or that he is a bona 
fide r esident of the United States r eturning from China. If the collector is , 
not satisfied with his r epre entations, the Chinaman is taken before the 
United States court, there to give reasons why he should not be sent back to 
China. The manner in which he is deprived of his rights will be a surprise 
to those unacquainted with the star-chamber methods employed. 

When a boat lands on which there are Chinese, it is at once boarded by a 
deputy of the colleet· r, accompanied by an interpreter. They see the Chi
nese in advance of anyone else. They proceed to pump each of them, and 
allow such as they please to land. If a ilispute arises over the right of one of 
them to take UJ> his residence here, he is taken before the United States court. 
There his evidence either is not taken or if it is receives no attention. The 
inspector who had the first interview with him on board ship tells, or pre
tends to tell, just as he pleases what the Chinaman told him. On this testi
mony alone the case is decided. The whole executive power of exclusion of 
Chinese is practically in the hands of a few of those interpreters, for the others 
do not comprehend the Chinese langua~e. 

Suppose a Chinaman says that he IS a merchant in Sacramento. That 
means a junketing trip for the inspector, who goes to Sacramento to satisfy 
himself that the Chinaman is a merchant there. Perhaps he finds his store, 
small and in squalid surroundings. His lordship makes up his mind that the 
Chinaman is not enough of a merchant to C;Ount, comes back and makes a re
port to that effect, and the Mongolian is deported without a chance in the 
world to make any defense. His fate depends entirely upon what t.ne inspector 
tells the court. It is easy to see how an inspector mig lit benefit himself, and 
the chances offered for wholesale fraud and bribery. 
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Our exclusion law is foolish enough, unjust enough, and injurious enough 

to the State- . 
That is California-

; without having abuses connected with it. If it will only be let die it will be 
well for California. The efforts now being made to pass a new law, stronger 
than the old, seem to be coming to grief. Our representatives have become 
overzealous, and have made so much noise over their bill as to attract 
good, healthy opposition. There is a general awakening as to this Chinese
exclusion foolishness-a gene1-a.l realization that we have been laboring under 
a delusion; and thinking people are laughing at some of the utter absurdities 
of the exclusion law now in force. By its terms only Chinese merchants are 
allowed k> come to this country. In China are some of the most learned men, 
some of the most profound scholars in the world. But they are not mer
chants; consequently we can not receive them. 

With all our boasted erudition on the subject we know very little of the 
real Chinese. Our experience has been with coolies. We have no knowledge 
·of the respectable class, as far removed from the cooly 'class as a thorough
bred r acer is r emoved from a mule. The law is so absurd that doctors, book
keepers, proprietors of hotels, clerks, ministers, journalists, authors, and 
professionals are all excluded as wild beasts. 

These classes can be used to advantage, and as they reJ.>resent the brains 
and intelligence of a nation they are our best missionaries of religion and 
-trade. · · 

Such Chinese should be welcomed here. They are desirable citizens. The 
coolies are not welcome as citizens, but as laborers. They do not wish to be 

t citizens. They want to work, and we need their services. They do not cut 
wages, but they do faithful work and can always be de_pended upon. If the 
same could be Eaid of the white men who do unskilled labor, who seek em
ploy.ment on the ranches and in the orchards, there would be no need of the 
coolies. 

In conclusion. an investigation should be made of the star-chamber methods 
referred to in the matter of examining Chinese. They are at utter variance 
with the principles of right and justice. 

I have another San Francisco paper, Mr. President, in my com
mittee room, which is bitterly outspoken against theanti-Chinsse 
propaganda proposed in the pending bill. 
. The Senator-from California [Mr. PERKINs] yesterday called 
attention to the small number of Chinese converts to Christianity. 
He quoted Dr. Edkins as saying that there were not over 1,000 
.converts as the result of sixteen years' missionary effort. I will 
just pause to say, as the Senator from California would say, 
"parenthetically," ·that I have never yet found anybody who 
could estimate, either in effort, time, or money, the value of a hu
man soul, and I am not going to take the scales and weigh the 
advantages or disadvantages of the propaganda in China by 
·American missionaries. But surely the statement just quoted 
is not so, and the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] pointed 
out that statistics show there have been 100,000 Chinese con
verted to Christianity in that Empire. 

Mr. QUAY: Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit 
me? I referred to the Protestants. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; the Protestants. 
Mr. QUAY. In addition there are three or four hundred thou

·sand Catholics. 
Mr. GALLINGER. So, according to the statement just made 

by the Senator from Pennsylvania, who is an authority on matters 
·of this kind, as we all know, there are about half a million con
verts to Christianity in the Chinese Empire, and yet the Senator 
from California glibly says there are only a thousand of them, 
and it has cost too much per capita to convert them, or something 
·of that kind. 

The Senator from California said there are only 1,600 Christian 
Chinese in this country, and that only 4,000 had adopted the 
Christian faith from the beginning of their immigration to our 
shores, some of whom, he said, had become Christians for busi
ness purposes. Well, Mr. President, if that be so we can match 
the Chinaman on that score with American church members, and 
possibly some American dea~ons. • 

At best it is problematical what the final result of missionary 
efforts in China will be. Omniscience alone knows that, and we 
must patiently wait for its fruition. Turkey, Persia, and other 
nations are equally slow to accept our religious teachings, but so 
_long as the great command remains on the Statute Book of God 
the Christian church has a duty to perform from which it will 
not shrink. 

A distinguished Senator said to me at my desk a few days ago 
that he had never met a genuine Chinese Christian. Well, Mr. 
President, on Sunday last I saw three Chinese youths taken into. 
church fellowship in this city. They looked intelligent and happy, 
and I have confidence that they have accepted Christianity in good 
faith, and there are numerous such instances throughout the 
country. 

A good woman in Boston sent me, a few weeks ago, a copy of 
the American Missionary for February, 1902, which I have on my 
desk. It must have been sent because of mental telepathy, as I 
had not the least notion of saying a word on this subject at that 
time. This magazine contains a remarkable article from the pen 
of Rev. Jee Gam, entitled "Chinese exclusion, from the stand
point of a Christian Chinese." I will ask permission to insert the 
entire article as a part of my remarks, but will read the conclud
ing paragraphs: 

It seems that Dr. Rader, an American clergyman, had put him-

self pretty strongly in some observations he had made or some
thing he had written against the Chinese .. Rev. Jee Gam says: 

Mr. Rader says that Chinatown furnishes-the best argument against Chi
nese immigration from the moral standpoint. 

I took occasion to make an ·observation the other day regarding 
that matter, suggesting that possibly we could match China or 
Chinatown in the matter of immorality in every city of this coun
try, if we only knew the facts, and I have no doubt that we can. 

Why not have courage enough to denounce the wickedness that is found 
everywhere you turn in San Francisco-its saloons, its dives, its gambling 
dens, and its houses of prostitution. Look at Tar Flat, its filth, its dives, and 
its VIces! 

How about New York City, its Italian town, its filth, its vices, and its 
morals? 

I have seen these places with my own eyes, and they are a hundred times 
worse than Chinatown in San Francisco. Read "Darkest New York," the 
author of which is Gen. Ba.llington Booth; it will verify my statements, and 
will not only.tell you of the Italian town, but of the Polish town, the Irish, 
the Portuguese, the Hungarian, and the Italian and Jewish town combined. 
All these settlers came from Europe and other countries, as I have said, at 
the rate of 11000 per day. They are pauper laborers. They have lowered 
your wages, "they have lowered your morals, and disgraced your city. Is it 
not sensible and just that you should exclude them? To simply attack the 
few poor Chinese is against ali t·eason and against the teachings of Jesus 
Christ. This unjust exclusion law will greatly injure your commerce. Let 
me quote what President Jordan says: "As to Chinese exclusion, it is all one 
sided. I am not in sympathy_'With the sentiment that would exclude all the 
Chinese from the country. We should bear in mind that if China is opened 
to the trade of .America, we can not afford to antagonize that great nation 
by a rigid law of exclusion. We can not expect that the ports of China will 
be wide open to us if we close all our ports to China." 

Again, this unjust exclusion act is against treaty obligations. Dr. John 
Fryer, professor of oriental languages and literature in the University of 
California, is pronounced in the declaration that the exclusion act is a gross 
breach of the treaty obligations to China. 

Suppose that in some future day China should become a powerful nation
and I liave not the least doubt that she will-and then she should make a law 
admitting every people under the suu but the Americans. China may be 
despised now1 but I have a steadfast hoJ?e that she will soon become one of 
the great nations on earth; yes, a Christian nation, too. The Land of Sinim 
will be won for Christ. 

China has already begun for progress; Christianity is 1!prea.ding more 
rapidly than ever before; the nation is now all astir for reform and progress. 
The viceroys are overwhelming the thi·one with repeated .memorials advo
cating the same. They are planning to open institutions of Western learning 
throughout tbe length and breadth of the Empire, and they are fast sending 
students abroad to acquire the best of the great nations. These viceroys also 
advocate the opening of mines which, according to all .indications, are the 
richest in the world. They will have more commerce; more -railways, more 
telegraph lines, and improvements of every description to make her the 
equal of her sister nations. 

Meanwhile commerce will be most extensively_ carried on, and if .America 
does not look out and does not keep up the friendly relations she has gained 
with China since the late war, other nations will undoubtedly take advantage 
of the exclusion law and use it as the best weapon to prevent Ametica from 
sharing in the trade with China. So I say that for the sake of commerce 
alone America ought to ba fair with China, for she can not afford to have the 
present relations hampered and strained by an unjust exclusion law . The 
Chinese are a ~rreat commercial people. They have a great taste for .Amer
ican goods. What a great market she will be for this country! · 

These are my views upon the subject of Chinese exclusion; and! ho~, my 
friend<>, that you will agree with me and do all you can as .American Cltizens 
to sustain the relationship between the peoples oftne two countries, and not 
only to sustain the relationship, but to evangelize China and ultimately bring 
her to Christ. 

The entire article referred to is as follows: 
CHINESE EXCLUSION, FROM THE STANDPOINT OF A CHRISTIAN CHINESE. 

[By Rev. Jee Gam.] 
DEAR FRIEND: The subject you have assigned me is a vast and difficult 

one. However, I will try to do my best. I thank "Aloha·~ and the other 
friends most hea1-tily for the Christian spirit which actuated them in writing 
the excellent articles which have appeared in the Pactiic setting forth the 
other side of this question. I tell you, they rejoice my heart most greatly. 

You are aware of the title of my pa:per, "Chinese exclusion, from the 
standpoint of a Christian Chinese;" so, m the course of this article, if you 
should find that my views differ from yours, you will please remember that 
they are the ideas of one who looks on the subject from a different point of 
view. During the last three months the subject" Chinese exclusion" has 
been the chief ft->pic of discussion everywhere. The daily papers of San 
Francisco were filled_JVith reports and resolutions from anti-Chinese conven
tions. Every politician, the San Francisco supervisors, the Congressmen 
and eve11 a minister of the gospel, were loud against the poor, despised, and 
helpless Chinese. 

As a Christian I can bear all the a buses from any class of people excepting 
those from the clergy. When a minister of the gospel joined the cry of an 
anti-Chinese convention and poured out such unwarranted and uncalled-for 
denunciation, it is sufficient to say that it hm·ts the Christian Chinese very 
much; it hurtS the Chinese in general more, and it hurts the cause of Christ 
most. It is one of the greatest stumbling blocks retarding the n.dvance of 
Christianity. Years ago similar stumbling blocks were used by the Rev. 
Mr. Kellogg, a Baptist minister of San Francisco, and it hurt the cause of 
Christ then a great deal, but it hurt Mr. Kellogg more; for the result showed 
plainly that God did not approve of his seeking the glory of men; and now 
to have this agitation renewed by another minister of the meek and lowly 
Jesus is sad beyond measure. Sad, because no man, especially a minister, 
can afford to impede the progress of Christianitv. It is like Chi·istian Eng
land forcing opium into China at the cannon's mouth on the one hand and 
sending missionaries on the other. "Consistency, thou art a jewel!" 

Now, as to excluding the Chinese from this country. I say the true 
.Americans, that is, those who are Americans, have a perfect right to make a 
law of exclusion, i.e., to enact a law that can be applied to every person on 
God's earth. So I say, .America, be fair and impartial. Give equal justice to 
all men alike. You can not afford to do otherwise. 

I admit that some of the Chinese ought to be excluded, namely, the high
binders, keepers of opium and gambling dens, those who run houses of pros
titution, and those who commit felony. As to the total exclusion of Chinese 
laborers, I do not think it is necessary nor a wise thing for .America to do. 
Just stop and consider a moment, The Chinese have been coming to America 

• 
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during the last fifty years and how many of them are in the country to-day? 
Only about 100,000, an average of 2,000 per year. Does America. need to be 
alarmed in the least? Is not this problem easily solved? On the contrary, 
America needs to be alarmed on the other side of the continent, where pau
per laborers enter from Europe and other countries at the rate of 1,<XX> per 
day. Now, as to the Chinese. I am sure it would be a great relief and also 
profitable to hundreds of thousands of people here if a certain limited num
ber were allowed to come., say§;.~ annually. The San Francisco News-Letter 
says this State alone neeas 70,lAAI more. 

But the anti-Chinese agitators would have the people believe that the Chi
nese are detrimental to the America~ ~or they would take the bread out of 
the mouths of the working _people. Tnis is only an excuse. There is plenty 
of work in California; but the trouble is that thousands of the so-ealled work
ingmen would not accept work when offered to them. They prefer to be 
tramps rather than true workingmen. And you will find what I say is true 
by going . to the police courts any morning. There the prison dockets are 
full of this class of men, who cry so loud to have the industrious Chinese ex
cluded from the country. Ask the farmers the orchardists, the owners of 
canneries, and the housewives, and they Will tell you that they absolutely 
can not do without the Chinese laborers. And why? Because they are in
dustrious, they are faithful patient, honest, and steady, and they can be 
depended upon. When you hire them as cooks, you are not bothered by the 
nightly visitation of numerous beaus, as girl servants have. 

I wonder why the employers of Chinese have not met together and pre
pared a petition to Congress for their relief. Let them use their influence 
against the passage of the exclusion act. · 

A lady was asked whether her cook, Jee Lee, was a. true Christian. She 
replied, "If he is not, I know of no other." This is ve~ strong testimony in 
favor of the Chinese. But let me give another and still stronger example. 
J ee Lock, one of our Christjan young men, has worked more than thirty years 
in one family. Oftentimes he has been left the sole keeper of the house. At 
one time his employer and the whole family went off and made a trip around 
the world. They were gone about a. year. When they returned they found 
everything safe and in perfect order. They said, "It is safe for us to take a 
trip to Mexico," and they ilid. They came home and found things all right 
again. I know of hundreds of such Chinese. Think of their honesty and 
faithfulness! Think of the mighty and great moral influence they exert! 

As farm hands, fruit pickers, and packers the Chinese have proved ten 
times more profitable to their employers than other hired men. When they 
are paid off Saturday evening they can be depended upon to be at their posts 
on Monday morning. On the contrary, the laborers from Euro~ when paid 
off speedily go on a spree at the cheap wineries or Ealoons until every cant 
they have possessed is spent. Do you find them in their places in the fields 
where they have worked the Saturday before? No. You usually find them 
all in jail for drunks. And what then? Why, every taxpayer in the country 
has to pay their board from one to ten days or more. If at any time they 
should become tramps and be arrested, you and e•ery taxpayer would have 
to support them from one to six months in your city or county jail. 

And so they have filled your jails your almhouses, your hospitals, and 
other similar 'institntioDB. You would be Sll!.J>rised to find, if yon should 
look into this host of people, how many are indigent and how much you have 
to give toward their and their families' support. You would cry out: 
"These people ought to be excluded and not the Chinese." 

Then, again, just think of the 1,000 pauper laborers that are being landed 
a.t Castle Garden every day in the year from across the Atlantic. And who 
are they? Are they not the lowest and meanest people from Europe? Are 
they not of the same class as the socialists, the mafia, the nihilists, and the 
anarchl.st who assassinated your beloved President, William McKinley? If 
you are going to exclude the Chinese, ought not these pauper laborers the 
scum from Europe, to be excluded, too? Why should tpey be allowed to 
come any more thnn the Chinese? Why do not your politicia.DB, your Con
gressmen, your Senn.tors, and yonr people advocate a law that will exclude 
them? Even the Japanese, wlio of late have been coming in in great num
bers, work for much cheaper wages than t-he Chinese; yet not one word 
against them do we hear. What is the reason? Is it because they have WM" 
ships? If s.1, America ought to go at them all the more; for what is a. hero? 
Not the man who attacks a sickly, disabled, aged person, bnt one who dares 
to attack an opponent who is his own equal. That is the kind of a man we . 
love to see and will praise for his bravery. For what is the use of shutting 
out the Chinese and not the others? 

Let me give this illusn·ation: A rich man lives in his mansion. One day 
he aEconds his tower and, happening to look around, discovers a hundred 
tramps of all nationalities coming toward his magnificent residence. One of 
those tramps is a Chinese. This rich man hurries down the stairs and closes 
and bars the door through which the Chinaman intended to enter, and, not 
content in doing this, he sends out half a dozen guards to drive the Chinese 
whence he came; but he leaves the other doors open and unguarded and al
lows the 99 tramps from Europe and Japan to enter and take poesession of 
his home. Will we not say he is a most foolish man; for of what benefit 
is it to shut ont the one and not the other 99? Yet this is just what Ameri
cansare doing to-dav. Is this thep:a.triotism which they so often talk a.bont? 
If it is, it must be of a very poor quality. 

Bnt we have learned that America is the land of the free and a home for 
all the oppre sed. Furthermore, the people of other nations, including the 
Chinese, were inyjted to this country; and the Chinese are here by treaty 
rights, jnst as much as any other people, and therefore no rightful discrim
ination can be put upon them without seriously hurting the good name of 
America. 

Again we have learned. as "Aloha" of the Pacific has said, that "the earth 
is of the Lord." All people have a right to live upon it. If America is owned 
by any human beings at all, it is 01_VDed by ~he India~s. If people of .all na
tions are allowed to come to Amer1ca, why IS the Chinese alone derued the 
same privilege? Some people especially the politicians, would have you be
lieve that all other immigrants make good citizens except the Chinamen. 
The following is a. list of the charges they invariably use to back their argu
ments: 

1. The Cbinese will not become citizens. 
2. They do not assimilate with our people. 
3. They e-!l.t their own food. 
4. They do not adopt our dress. 
5. They cheapen our wages. 
6. They send their money to China. 
7. They affect our morals. 
In answer to the first char~e, viz: ''The Chinese will not become citizens.'' 

Now, this shows that people sunplyspeak without investigation. Years ago
in the early seventies-a test case was brought in one of the Federal co:;n-ts 
in San Francisco, and what do you think the decision was? It was that 
United States citizenship is only for the white man and the black man, and 
not for the yellow man. What a ridiculous decision that was! Again, the 
very exclusion act says that no court is allowed to extend citizenship to the 
Chinese. In the face of all these prohibitions the Chinese are critiCISed for 
not becoming citizeDB. 

In answer to the second charge, viz, "They do not assimilate with our 
people." At the same time the Chinese are not allowed to assimilate with 
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the American people. The Chinese children were not allowed to attend the 
public schools until very recently. The Chiness had to go tO law to obtain 
this privilege; but, after all, legislators of California ordered just one sepa
rate school for the Chinese children in the entire State. 

The third charge is that the Chinese eat their own food. Suppose they do; 
bnt they pay heavy duty on the rice they import. 

As to the fourth charge, viz~ "They do not adopt our style of dress." 
Upon the Chinese clothing wrucn they rmport the Chinese also pay a. heavy 
dutv. They buy a great de!t1 of American cloth for the manufacture of 
clothing, this cloth being made u:p generally into clothes of Chinese cut, and 
because they happen to be made m Chinese style the people abuse them for 
wearing Chinese clothing. It is altogether wrong to blame them for their 
action in this matter. It amounts to this much: If you and I go into a. store and 
we both J>urchase a. bolt of cloth each, you take yours home and make a coat 
in American style; I take mine home and make a. coat in Chinese style. And 
where is tho ground for argument? 

Fifth. The Chinese are charged with cheapening wages. In the first place, 
who cheapened the wages in New York? Did not the pauper laborers from 
Europe? Certainly they did. 

Suth. The Chinese are charged with sending their money to China.. Have 
they not the right to do with their money as they please? What right has 
anyone to dictate as to how and where another man should spend his money? 
The Rev. R. B. Tobey, of Boston, who has had more than twenty years' ac
quaintance with the Chinese, says that carefully prepared statistics show 
thatproportionately the Chinese send home less money than immigrants 
from countries other than China. 

Seventh. The Chine e are charged with affecting your morals. Is the 
character of the American people so weak as all that? Are they really in 
danger? In my estimation you need not fear the least. On the other hand., I 
think all can acquire some good characteristics from every kind of people, 
and you perhaps may be able to learn something from the Chinese. 
Commentin~ on Chinese morals, the Rev. William Rader says that the 

Chin&e have Signally failed to become a moral American force. I claim that 
as regards honestv, filial piety, and giving, the Chinaman may serve as an 
example to a great many Americans. In speaking of Chinese characteristics, 
President Jordan, of Stanford University, recently said: "A Chinese mer
chant is one of the most honorable men in the world in business dealings; if 
he once gives his word he may be depended upon. A Chinese never fails in 
carrying out contracts." 

The prn.c~ce of filial duty by the Chinese is also a great moral force to 
Americans. They honor and take the greatest care of their parents as long 
as they live. It h.."l.S often been said by hundreds of people that the Chinese 
keep the fifth commandment more rigidly than any other people on the face 
of the globe, and that God is blessing them with the promise of the command
ment. 

Chinese as ChristiaDB have exerted a great moral force upon the Americans 
in giving. Ask the secretary of the Christian Endeavor Union, and she will 
tell you that a Chinesa Christian Endeavor Society in San Francisco has re
pzatedly outshone every Christian Endeavor Society in California in giving. 
Ask Mr. John Willis Baer, the general secretary of the United SoCiety of 
Christian Endeavor, and he will -very quickly tell you that the Chinese Con
gregational Christian Endeavor Society in San Francisco ranked third in the 
world in giving to missioDB in 1897, and the same society ranked second in 
1898, ranked fifth in 1899, ranked third in 1900, and ranked second in 19:Jl. Does 
not this fact itself exert a. mighty moral force upon the Americans? If not, 
why? 

"Americans ought to look under the hats of immigrants" says Mr. Rader. 
You have a perfect right to do so; but are you doing your auty and showing 
your bravery and patriotism by advocating the examination of one and not 
the others? As to the number of Christian Chinese in America, Mr. Rader 
savs: "It is estimated that thew hole number of Chinese professin~ t.he Chris
tian faith is about 1,600." Why, the ideal We have more than that in our 
own denoiiline.tion. 

Mr. Rader was only a little batter informed than Lieutenant Wood, who 
says that he has yet to see the first Chinese Chrisfun in China. The 40,000 
Chinese Christir.ns who gave their lives as martyrs during the Boxer outbreak 
last year will be the best answer to such an unfounded declaration. 

The money spent in converting n. Chinaman is less than half of what the 
average church spends .in converting an American. Again, Christianizing 
the Chinese in America is really Christianizing the Chinese in China. Our 
Chinese converts have been sending the gospel home for more than twenty
five years. Through their efforts missions have been established in the 
Kwa.~~ Tung Province. Thousands of Chinamen are to-day leaving China 
with me uplifting truths inculcated by Christian people here in the United 
States. Said the Rev. Dr. Noyc-.~ some years ago, one who was for thirty 
years a. missionary in China: "Nearly all the Chinese in the United States 
come from the districts in the Canton Province. Twenty-five yea.rs ago 
there was not a Christian chapel or school in all that region. Now there are 
few places in these districts where there is not a mission chapel within a 
distance the Chinese can e!lsily Falk." Giving the number of chapels in 
which work was carried on by the denominations with which he was con
nected Dr. Noyes said: "Everyone of these sites was obtained by the help of 
Christians who have returned from California. Of the 13 native aooistants 
who have labored at these statioDB, 6 were converted in California 1 in Aus
tralia, and 1 received his first serious impression from a member of the Con
gregational Chinese Church in California on the steamer crossing the Pacific." 

Mr. Bader says: ''It is the opinion of Christian workers among the Chinese 
that the proper place to Christianize the Chinese is not in America, but in 
their owu country." 

I would like to know who these workers are. Why doesn't Mr. Rader 
give us their names? Does this information come from Dr. Pond. superin
tendent of the Congregational Chinese Mission, or from Dr. Condit, of the 
Presbyterian Mission, or from Dr. Hammond, of the Methodist Chinese Mis
sion? I am certain that it does not come from them, for our Congre~ationn.l 
missioDB in California ::~.lone have had more than 1,800 reported Christianized. 
I referyou to Dr. Pond's report for 1901. 

Mr. Rader says we have failed to Christianize the Chine...<!(). Did Mr. Rader 
ever try to Christianize the Chinese? If he has not, he is not speaking from 
experience. Mr. Rader says that other immigrants have brought hither 
their wives and children, but that the Chinese immigrants have no homes. 
Ric;:ht here Mr. Rader forgets that the exclusion r.ct itself denies such wives 
ana childl:en a right to land. The only women who are allowed to onter the 
country are the wives of merchants, and only their minor children cnn come 
with them. If the privilege given to other immigrants were extended to the 
Chinese, they would have brought their wives and children long ago. And I 
can say this much, that the Chinese enjoy, cherish, and love their homes just 
as much a,s the AmericaDB; in many respects their love for homes is even 
greater, because they do not believe m divorces and don't have them. 

Again, Mr. Rader al'gues that the immigrants of other nationalities have 
become pilla.rs of the Republic. The Scotch have given us conscience, the 
Italians artistic taste, the Frenchmen wit, the Englishmen piety, and the 
Scandinavians industry. This may be true, but Mr. Rader ohly mentioned 
four classes of people out of a hundred nationalities from Europs. Bnt is it 
not showing partiality to mention only the good of the four nationn.lities and 
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not the bad of tbe same! But when he comes to the Chinese he ra.kes up all 
the bad and omits the good. 

Give the Chinese the same rights and privileges which you extend to other 
foreigners and see if they are not the equals of all those people who come 
from Europa and other countries. And if our friend Mr. Rader cares to make 
further inqlliries concerning this matter let him take a glance at the records 
of Yale and other not.ed colleges, for he will find in them that the Chinese 
students who have attended these famous institutiollll ranked among the 
highest students of those universities and oftentimes they stood at the head 

· of their classes. 
Time will not permit us just now to mention more than one noted student. 

Mr. Yong Wing took several prizes for English composition at Yale, and upon 
his graduation many people traveled a thousand miles just to see and hear 
him. Mr. Rader says that a few years ago the board of supervisors of San 
Francisco made an mvestigation when it was shown that 30,(XX) Chinese lived 
within a spacs com nosed of 8 blocks, 57 women and 59 children living as fam
ilies; 761 women ana 576 children herded to~ether with apparent indiscrimi
nate :l)arental relations and no family classification as far as could be ascer
tainedi 576 prostitutes, 87 children-professional prostitutes and children 
living together. I want to say that this report is entirely untrue. It is of 
the same character as the fake plague reports given out by the board of 
health last year. 

Mr. Rader says that Chinatown ful'llishes the best argument against Chi
nese im.m.i.,""l-ation from the moral standpoint. 

Why not have courage enough to denounce the wickedness that is found 
everywhere you turn in San Francisco-its saloons, its dives, its gambling 
dens, and its houses of prostitution? Look at Tar Flat, its filth, its dives, and 
its vices. 

How about New York City, its It.alian town, its filth, its vices, and its 
morals? 

I have seen these places with my own eyes\ and they are a hundred times 
worse than China town in San Francisco. Reaa "Darkest New York," the au
thor of which is Gen. Ballington Booth; it will verify my statements and 
will not only tell you of the Italian town, but of the Polish town, the IriSh, 
the Portuguese, the Hungarian, and the Italian and Jewish town combined. 
All these settlers came from Europe and other countries, as I have said, at 
the rate of l,(XX) per day. They are pauper laborers. They have lowered 
your wages, they have lowered your morals, and disgraced ;your cities. Is it 
not sensible and just that you should exclude them? To s1mply attack the 
few1 poor Chinese is against all reason and against the teachings of Jesus 
Ohnst. This unjust exclusion law will greatly injure your commerce. Let 
me quote what President Jordan says: "As to Chiri.ese exclusion, it is all one
sided. I am not in sympathy_ with the sentiment that would exclude all the 
Chinese from the country. We should bear in mind that if China is o_pened 
to the trade of America we can not afford to antagonize that great nation by 
a rigid law of exclusion. We can not expect that the ports of China will be 
wide o;pen to us if we close all our ports to China." 

Agam, this unjust exclusion act is against treaty obligations. Dr. John 
Fryer, professor of oriental languages and literature in the University of 
California, is pronounced in the declaration that the exclusion act is a gross 
breach of the treaty obligations to China. 

Suppose that in some future day China should become a powerful nation
a.nd !have not the least doubt that she will-and then she should make a law 
admitting every people under the sun but the Americans. China may be 
despised now 1 but I have a steadfast ho:pe that she will soon become one of 
the great nations on earth-yes, a ChriStian nation, too. The "Land of 
Sinim" will be won for Christ. 

China has already begun for progrees. Christianity is spreading more 
rapidly_ than ever before. The nation is now all astir for reform and pro"'
ress. The viceroys are overwhelming the throne with repeated memorials 
advocating the same. They are planning to open institutions of western 
learning throughout the length and breadth of the Empire, and they are fast 
sending students abroad to acg.uire the best of the great nations. These 
viceroys also advocate the openmg of the mines which, according to all indi
cations, are the richest in the world. They will have more commerce, more 
railways. more telegraph lines, and improvements of every description to 
make her the equal of her sister nations. 

Meanwhile commerce will be most extensively carried on, and if America 
does not look out and does not keep up the friendly relations she has gained 
with China ~ce the late war. other nations will undoubtedly take advantage 
of the excluSlon law and use 1t as the best weapon to prevent .America from 
sharing in the trade with China. So, I say that for the sake of commerce 
alone America ought to ba fair with China, for she can not afford to have the 
present relations hampered and strained by an unjust exclusion law. The 
Chinese are a great commercial people; they have a great taste for Ameri
can goods. What a great market she will be for this country! 

_The e are my vie.ws upon tJ?.e subject of Chinese exclusion, and I hope, my 
fnends., that you Wlll agree With me and do all you can a-s American c1tizens 
to sustain the 1'el.at;;vn;;hip between the peoples of the two countries, and not 
only to sustain the relationship, but to e>ang~lize China and ultimatelY bring 
her to Christ. (The American Missionary, February, 1902, Vol. LVI, No.2, 
p. 99.) 

~1r. GALLINGER. MI·. President, the immigration to this 
country from 1890 to 1900 was considerably in excess of 3,000 000 
people. Last year 487,918 came from foreign countries. They 
were literally of all classes and conditions. The Senator from 
Indiana [llli·. F AIRBil"'KS] said that for the most part they were 
desirable. Surely the Senator has not visited Ellis Island or wit
nessed the motley crowd at Castle Garden. Many of them are 
ignorant, vicious, and undesirable in every respect, but we admit 
them, and I say that we ought to have infinitely more stringent 
laws on the subject of immigration. 

It was a great 1·egret to me that the bill on the question of im
migration, which you, Mr. President [Mr. LODGE in the chair] 
introduced, and which was passed through the Senate, failed in an
other body; and it is equally regrettable to me that having refused 
to enact that bill into law a certain other bill came to the Senate 
yesterday from the same body on the subject of Chinese exclu
sion. And while we allow nearly half a million of emigrants to 
come into our ports in a single year, we hold up our hands in 
horror at the 89,000 Chinese now in this country, and while we 
talk of Christianizing them and extending our trade among them it 
is proposed topassthisharsh, nnnecessary,andcruelstatute. Well 
did a distinguished gentleman in another place say a few days ago: 

China was civilized for centuries while w~ were wandering Huns and Goths 
In the forests of Europe and wild men on the heather of Scotland and Ireland. 

China can tea.oh us much out of her past history and much of her gre!.\t sci· 
ences that were known to her before we were ever heard of. I want inter
course between the two countries. I want that development between the 
Orient and the rapidly growing West which will tend to the advancement of 
the world and to the benefit of mankind at large. 

Some people, Mr. President, look upon China as a nation of bar
barians. They would apply to them the little stanza that has 
done service in other directions: 

[Laughter.] 

The poor benighted Hindoo, 
He does the best he kindo; 
He sticks to caste from first to last 
And for clothes he makes his skindo. 

But they are not barbarians. They are a great people. The 
Empire is a sleeping giant, that will some time rouse from hsr 
slumbers, and it will be well for the United States to then be her 
friend. Let us be just in this matter. Our present laws are strict 
and adequate, and it seems to me that equity and wisdom both 
demand that Congress shall refuse to enact legislation that is 
clearly unnecessary, if not absolutely pernicious. The laboring 
men of this country are fully protected by the existing statute, 
and their interests will be safeguarded without the passage of a 
law that seems to me to be unwise in the highest degree. 

Mr. President, there were some other matters connected with 
this question that I thought I might touch upon, but I have al
ready trespassed upon the good nature of the Senate, and will 
content myself with what has already been said. Possibly later 
in the debate I may address myself to other phases of the ques
tion. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, there is a disposition abroad in 
the land which isnotwithontitsechoinCongresstoobjecttolegis
lationof thecharacterofthat embraced in this bill, on the grOlmd 
that it is illiberal, uncharitable, and unchristian to deny to the 
Chinaman the same rights, privileges, and advantages in our land 
and under our institutions that .are freely accorded to men of 
every other nationality. This disposition springs from a false 
and mistaken sentimentality founded on ignorance of Asiatic· 
characteristics, and a failure to consider the duty which every 
Government owes to its own people. 

The Chinaman is a man and brother, it is true, but with a 
physical and mental and moral organization so different from ours 
that he might have come from another planet. His physical or
ganization is the result of four thousand years of struggle for ex .. 
istence under conditions of toil and starvation without a parellel 
in the world's history. That struggle has made him an animal 
without nerves. He is capable of enduring the most tremendous 
exertion, with a minimum of food and rest, under any climatic 
condition which the world presents. His mental and moral or
ganization is what might be expected from such an environment. 
His conceptions all relate to his own wants and necessities. His 
affections embrace only his own immediate family. He is lacking , 
absolutely in patrotism and in conceptions of civic duty. He ob-
serves his contracts fairly well because he has learned that he can 
not escape them, but in business matters generally his chief char
acteristic is duplicity and deceit, and this characteristic obtains 
among all classes from the highest to the lowest. He is absolutely 
devoid of morals as we understand morals. He is a gambler by 
instinct; cheats and lies as a matter of education; injures and 
slays his adversary without compunction and without loss of 
caste among his fellows, and considers female prostitution a vir
tue. I speak, of com·se, of the great mass of the lower class in. 
China, and upon the authority of intelligent observers in that 
country, confirmed by what I myself have seen of that race on 
the Pacific coast. His only virtues are temperance and sobriety; 
his highest intellectual fa.culty, imitation; and his greatest value 
to the world, an unexcelled capacity for hard manual labor. 

Tliere are 450,000,000 of him in China, crowded and cramped, 
draggi..ng out a cheerless existence under the same hard conditions 
that have prevailed there from the beginning. He is being pushed 
out into the world- those parts of it that a1·e a.ccessible to him
by overpopulation, and as its advantages become known to him 
he is coming out by choice; but wherever he goes and however 
long he stays, he never becomes anything but a Chinaman. 
Where his presence is sporailic, he stands out as a singular and 
unique but no unpleasing unit in the population, but he is never 
lost in it. Where he congregates in numbers, he transplants 
China bodily, its habits and customs, its vices and crimes, its 
outward signs and symbols, its ineradicable racial tendencies. It 
is possible for him to assimilate others, bnt for others he is non
assimilable. He is a Chinaman first, last, and all the time. 

The Pacific coast lies opposite that of China on the Pacific Ocean. 
The demand for labor there and the rewards which it obtains 
make our country an Eldorado for the Chinaman. In a few years 
the.most humble can by manual labor amass what is considered 
a competency in his own country. At the time the policy of Chi· 
nese exclusion was entered on in this countl·y the immigration 
from there was so large and steady and continuous that bnt for 

• 
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the adoption of that policy the ABiatics would soon have outnum
bered the whites on the Pacific coast. Even since the adoption of 
that policy and the most rigorous enforcement of stringent laws 
intended to carry it out, our Chinese population has continued to 
increase. The Treasury Department estimates that there are 
300,000 Chinese laborers in the_ United States to-day, although 
there are only about 97;000 registered under existing laws. 

S'uch is their craft and deceit that no law except one of absolute 
exclusion of all classes will prove effective in entirely excluding 
the prohibited classes. Throw down the bars and peri:nit the 
Chinese laborers to come in at will and they will come to our 
country in a steady and in a ~teadily augmenting stream. It is 
not necessary to take the extreme view which some careful and 
philosophic observers have takeri and look upon such an irruption 
as the beginning of the Asiatic march for the dominion of the 
world. There is much to cause alarm in the thought of what 
such an enormous horde, so inured to toil and hardship, might do if 
trained in arms and lead by a new Attila or Tamer lane. The Chris
tian world may at some time, and at no distant day, be compelled 
to put forth all the energies of which it is capable to preserve its 
civilization against the yellow hordes of paganism; but the strug
gle will not be on this continent in the first instance, nor as the 
result, primarily, of Chinese immigration to our shores. But the 
result which would certainly follow unrestricted Chinese immi
gration to our country are baleful enough to make us pause and 
·hesitate without considering the ultimate struggle between pa-
·ganism and Christianity. - -

The labor of our land would be re~uced by competition to the 
Chinese level o~ reward, to the Chinese· level of subsistence and 
existence, to the Chinese level of faith and morals. The only ~1-
ternative, and it is one that would certainly be adopted, would be 
that the iritelligent, self-respecting labor of this country would 
rise in its might and drive the Chinaman into the sea, and if any 
government undertook to prevent, it would go down in the throes 
of insuiTection and revolution. However much capital may 
need cheap and docile labor, however much it may chafe under 
conditions which our civilization and our free institutions and 
our universal education have built up in the matter of our labor 
supply and the demands which it makes for a fair share of the 
joint returns of capital and labor, it can not afford to look in the 
direction of China for relief. The American laborer will not be 
pauperized and paganized, and those who try the experiment 
will suffer equally with those upon whom the experiment is tried. 

. Moreover, the experiment is as needless as it would be heartless 
and wicked. The American laborer is the best in the world. He 
gives in increased · efficiency a full return for the larger reward 
which he demands. The results obtained by him are the wonder 
of the world, and are being studied by the world. It is to be 
hoped that this will not be interfered with, that it may go on to 
its full fruition, so that the world may be brought to realize, not 
only the dignity of labor, but the material advantages which 
accrue from elevating and uplifting it. · 

Mr. President, it is this race, as I have described it, with its 
minimum of virtues and its maximum of vices, and with its vir
tues of a character to lower and debase to its own level of vice 
our free, intelligent, self-respecting citizenship, that our senti
mentalists insist on inviting to membership in the great American 
family. We can not afford to do that, and there is no rule of law, 
human or divine, no principle of comity or charity or benevolence, 
which reauires us to do so. 

Nations, like individuals have their own lives to lead, and since 
. their lives, like those of individuals, are molded by their environ
ment, they have the unquestioned Tight of seeking and creating 
the most favorable environment which their situation renders 
possible. They are not exempt, so far as they are necessarily 
brought into contact with other peoples, from the binding · force 
of j1~.sti3e, moTality, benevolence, and the application of the re
ligious principles which find acceptance among them, but those 
principles have only a minor and seconda.ry application to for
eigners when nations come to regulate their own domestic life 
and determine the direction which their national development 
shall take. As to such matters they are still in a state of nature 
and need but to follow nature's law, and if that be some times 
cold and harsh, or appears to be so, it is the law given by the 
Almighty to all animate life for its advancement and perfection. 

In regulating its internal economy a nation has the right and 
it is its unquestioned duty to proceed on the lines of the homely 

· proverb that "charity begins at home." It does not end there, of 
course, but there is no room for its exercise abroad so long as it 
is imperatively required at home. The true-sentiment, then, that 
which is not only true to nature, but to educated morality and 
benevolence and Christian charity, requires us to legislate now, 
not for the Chinaman, but for the American, and if in the process 
the former must go to the wall, then the God of nature, as well as 
the God of the Bible, give us their sanction and approval and say 
" amen " to our work. The Chinaman is a man and a brother, it 

• 

is true, but if his advancement means our retrogression, if in or
der that he shall rise it be necessary that we shall sink, then let 
him rise and advance by his own effort and in the environments 
in which the Almighty left him, and it will be sufficient that we 
have placed no obstacle in his pathway. No law, either human or 
divine, natural or revealed, requires us at such a cost to extend to 
him a helping hand. 

This I conceive to be the morality which governs nations in 
dealing with such questions as this one. It has been applied by 
us more or less toward the people of all the nations of the earth. 
The pauper, the cripple, the sick and infirm, even the criminal, 
are men and brothers, but we do not permit them to land on our 
shores to become charges on om· bounty or to scatter physical 
and moral infection among our people. Perchance the pauper 
might prosper, the weak and infirm be healed, the criminal be 
reformed, but we take no chances in that direction. The Ameri
can people, in their onward march to a greatness and perfection 
which no other people has ever attained, are entitled to move 
forward on a highway as broad and smooth and as free from ob
structions as enlightened statesmanship can make it. This is 
national morality. This is the morality of true and enlightened 
statesmaiiship. I hope that it will always be exhibited and fol
lowed in the legislation of Congress. I hope and pray especially 
that it may be followed here to-day in dealing with this Chinese 
question which presents a grave peril to the American people. 
Who is there that would pauperize the intelligent and self
respecting labor of this nation to the ABiatic level? Who is there 
that would invite the mental, moral, and physical miscegenation 
which um·estricted Chinese immigration would bring on our 
people? The degeneracy which would follow is unthinkable to 
those unfamiliar with the Asiatic races, but is only too apparent 
to those who have been brought into conta-et with them. 

I remember vividly an excursion which I made through China
town in San Francisco a number of years ago. There was gath
ered there within limits not to exceed a quarter of a mile square, 
in business buildings given over to the Chinese inhabitants, prob
ably 30,000 Chinamen and a few Chinawomen. They bUITowed 
in the ground like rats. They roosted in the air like crows. They 
were pa-eked in every available space like sardines. Even at mid
night the entire quarter presented a scene of the greatest activity. 
There was light and noise and confusion everywhere, as _ if the 
people never rested. Of course, this was only seeming. I was 
taken through one five-story building devoted tore t and I'ecu
peration. The entry was through an areaway into a cellar. In 
this areaway and in all the passageways of the cellar, which were 
never dosed against the weather, we stumbled over poor wretches 
huddled up, sleeping on the ground, while on the sides others were 
stretched in slumber on bare benches. Each of the five floors of 
the building was fitted up with tiers of wooden bunks, one on top 
of the other, reaching from the floor to the ceiling, about 2 feet 
wide by 6 feet long; and these tiers were packed so close together 
that there was barely room for locomotion between, and in each 
one of these bunks was a Chinaman. I should say that there were 
500 Chinamen in this one building. The stench was something 
never to be forgotten. 

In the blilldings given over to vice, such as gambling, prostitu
tion, opium smoking, and the highbinder societies, there were 
tunnels in the ground, perforations in the partitions, secret pas
sageways, some leading to the roof, others to the underground 
tunnels, and others still into adjoining buildings. Entering one 
of these buildings, after traveling interminable passageways, 
climbing sometimes up to the roof and then descending down into 
the cellar, meeting all sorts of obstructions and barriers and over
coming them with cabalistic signs and words, seeing vice and 
debauchery and immorality in its ugliest and mo t repulsive 
forms, all the til:ile accompanied withapowerfulandall-prevading 
effiuvia of dirt and filth and opium smoke, one is turned out into 
the pure air of heaven with a realization never before experienced 
of God's goodness in providing that bounty for the use of his 
creatures. 

On looking around, however, to take bea1·ings one is surprised 
to find everything strange and unfamiliar, and is then informed 
that he has emerged on another street from that on which he en
tered and several hundred feet away from the point of entrance. 
I was told that all the buildings in Chinatown were honeycombed 
in this way for protection against the officers of the law. I shall 
not describe all that I saw on this excm·sion. The sights, sounds, 
and smells nauseate me to this day when I recall them. The gen
eral impression left on one's mind is that of a seething, reeking, 
heaving ma s of vermin, intermixed and intertwined, each striv
ing with all its might to satisfy some animal need or craving, and 
having nothing in the world in common with anything human 
except an ugly, debased, and stunted human form. 

A similar condition prevails in the city of Portland, Oreg., 
although, possibly, not so exaggerated, and a similar condition of 
affairs is growing up in the city of Seattle, in my own State. We 
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will have these seething, swarming sink holes of iniquity in every Dr. Williams, who spent forty-three years in China, in his 
city in the Union within twenty years if our present system of Middle Kingdom, on pages 834, 835, and 836, speaks of the 
Chinese exclusion be broken down or materially weakened. If Chinese people thus: 
our good women who, annoyed by the servant-girl question, are With a general regard for outward decency they are vile and polluted in 
petitioning us to break down our present laws and let the China- 11: shocki_ng degree; their conversa.tion,is full of ;filth-y: expressions and their 
men in could see these dens from which their domestic force is lives of rmpure acts .. Th_ey are somewnat re~tramed m the latter by fences 

. . . , put around the family crrcle, so that seduction and adultery are compara.-
recrmted as they actually enst, they would as soon think of tak- tively infrequent; the former may even be said to be rare; but brothels and 
ing vipers into their bosoms as to admit these moral lepers into their~tes~ureveryw:here_onlan<iando:r;twater. One ~ngeratte~d.i.J!.g 
their households to contaminate and destroy their pure atmos- young grrls gomg a.broaa a:lone IS that they will be st~l~n formcarce~tion ~n 

these gates of hell. By pictures, songs, and aphrodisiacs they exCite their 
phere. sellSuality, an<b!s the apostle says, "receive in themselves that recompense 

Let me refer, in this connection, to some of the testimony from of iheir ~rrordi Us fi!et.~ . f fl h. th f lsit f th Chin d 
Ca~01'nia prese~ted to the S~na~ Commi~ee on Immigrati~m its a~~!f;~ ~aof ba.se ~gz!t~d~; th':u· ~e~a~d flr 

0
trut: has ;:I!~ 

while that committee was cons1denng the bill now under cons1d- done more to lower their character than any other fault. They feel no shame 
eration. This testimony is found on pages 86, 87, and 88 of Sen- at baing detected in a _lie (though they have not g<?ne quite so far as_ not to 
ate Rep~rt 776, par~ 2. f!oit. when they have lied) nor do they fear any puniShment from their gods 

Mr. L1vernash sa1d: * * * * * * * 
I have here a table, compiled from the public recordsof the city and county -A C~es~ requires bu~ little motive to falsi~, and he is 9011Stant1y shary-

of San Francisco, for the twenty-one years be~g with 1880. ~nmg his Wits to cozen his ~ustom~r-wh~edle h:im by promiSe and chea~ ~ 
It shows 1,311 arrests of Chinese persons Within that period in San Fran- m goods or work. There IS nothing which tr1es one so much when livmg 

cisco on charges of felony, and the list of crimes includes arson, abduction, among then;t ~their disregard of tru_th, and renders~ S<? indifferent as to 
as!!3.ult with deadly weapon, assault to murder, assault to rob, attempt to W:h!l-tcalanntiesmaybefallsomendacwusa_race; a:na.bidj.ngimpresSlonofs~
briba, burglary, attempt at burglary, extortion, embezzlement, forgery, p1c1on ~ward everybody rests upon the mmd which chills the wa::.·~e.;;;t WISh 
g-rand larceny, kidnaping, libel, murder (more than ~09 cases), mayhem, pass- for. the~ '_Ve_lfar~ and ~warts many a plan 1p benefit th~_m .. TheJ! better 
m~ counterfeit mon~Y:1.perjury, rape, robbery, re:::e1vmg stolen goods, smug- ~ra:Its dim.IDl~h. m th~ dis~nce, and pa.t1enc.~ IS exhausted m Its daily prox-
gling, and threat to Jdu. Innty and friction With this ancestor of all SlllS. 

The table further shows tbat there were 31,161 arrests in the same period * * * * * * * 
of Chinese persollS charged. with misden;teanors, including petit larceny. Thievin~ is common, and the illegal exaction of the rulers, as has already 

The CHAIRMAN. Is tha~ m San FranciSCo? been suffiCiently pointed out, are most burdellSome. * * * Female infan-
Mr. LIVERN.A.SH. Yes, Sir. • • ticide in some parts openly confessed, and divested of all disgrace and penal-
The CHAIR)!.AN. How many Chinese_ are there? ties everywhere; the dreadful prevalence of all the vices charged by the 
Mr. ~IVERNASH. yre have, according to the last cellSus, under 20,00J. Apostle Paul upon theancient heathen world; the alarming extent of the use 

According to the estimate of the Treasury Department we have between of opium-furnished, too, under the patronage and supplied in purity by the 
50,000 and 60,000. power and skill of Great Britain from In~estroying the production and 

* * * * * * * natural resources of the people; the universal practice of lying and dishonest 
Returni'hg to the matter I was discussing, I shall read from a letter ad- dealing, the unblushing lewdness of old and young; harsh cruelty toward 

dressed by the chief of police of Sacramento, a place of about 00,000 inhabit- prisoners by officers and tyranny over slaves by masters--all form a full, un
an~, to Mr. Woods, now a Representative in Congress from California. The checked torrent of huma.?- depravi_ty, and prov~ the existence of a kind and 
chief of police says: degree of moral degradation of which an excesBlve statement can scarcely be 

"The total number of Chinese arrested in this city (not including Sacra- made or an adequate conception hardly be formed. 
mento County) from Ja.nuars 1, 1891, t? January 1, 1001, was 852 as follows: Mr Livernash of the California Chinese commission in his 

"Seventy-three for felomes. Of this number 57 were held to answer; 16 . • ' . . ' . 
· were discharged. These 73 arrests were for murder, murderous assaults, admrrable address before the Senate Comnnttee on lmm1gratwn, 
burglary, and grand larceny. . . . . which I wish every Senator would read, has collected from the 

"S~ven h~dred and :>BVe~ty-~e for_miSdemeanors-petitl:arceny, ~p1um authorities on the question of the tremendous capabilities of the 
smoking,gammg,a.nd VIolatingCityordina.nces; 624:wereconviCted; 155were Ch' th . 1 te t d th ff t th ·a t 1 · discharged. mese, err a n power, an e e ec on e occ1 en a m-

"In_thiscommunity,aswellasinev~ryotherp~ewhereChineseah<?und, dustry of their competition. I can not improve on his industry 
the_rmn of a great many of our ~encan youths_ IS tra.cea.b_le to a. h~b1t P~- in collating nor upon the eloquent force with which he drives 
culiarly common among the Chinese, namely, opium smoking. This habit . ' .. 
was almost unknown in thiS State until the Chinese came. A review of the home his conclusiOns, and shall content myself on that branch of 
1,370 convicts at San Quentin prison and of the 771 quartered at Folsom will, the discussion with quoting from his address: 
I think, bear out my assertion that 40 per cent of the convicts are now such . th . . . . 
through the opium habit, contracted directly or indirectly through a.ssociat- _There IS _no peopl~ on a earth ca~bla of SurviVIng free con;tpetition 
in with the Chinese., With the Chine~. HlS Excellency Wu Ting-fang was not exaggera~g when 1 quote- as follows from a letter received last October by Congressman he wrote th!l-t his coun~yl?en can o~twork o~her _peoples, whether m J)Olar 
Woons from the city marshal of Santa Rosa. a California community of cold or t<?rrid heat, subsiS~gt~awhile on a. r1ce diet. He but confirmed the 
about S,OOQ in.J;Iabitants, in the heart of an excluSively agricultural and horti- ob~TrvhattriOllSthlsaH :;Y~eErn mg~~·~1:g· ent M. B ft te . . . 
cultural district: . . . e ;~ , . , 1 .. ourne, a er ex . J?.SIVe mqUiry 

"The number of Chinese arrested in the last ten years in Santa Rosa is ro m China, that a ma~ of good. physical and mtellectua.l qua.li?es, regarded 
which seems ridiculously small. But the Chinese do not offend in a way that merely as an econonnc. factor,_IS ~ed ou~ cheaper by the Q~e~ ~a.:n by 
you can locate and arrest. They are rather a festering- sore, or a rotten any otller ~ce. He .IS d~fl:Cient m the higher mol'!ll qualities, IndiVIdual 
apple in a box of good ones. Two-thirds of the young girls wbo have gone tru~~orthiness, public spmt, sense.of duty, and active courage_. a. gro~p of 
WI'Ong since I have held office have been led astray by Chinese at an age- qual~ ties, perhaps, best represen~~ m our l1_mgua.ge by the wora m!Jonliness; 
viz, 9, 10, 11, 12-when no white man would pay any attention to them. The but m the hll?lbler mor!l-~ qu~lities ?,f patience, mental and physical, and 
Chinese start in by giving money and candy to them. I do not mean by this per~everan~ m la~r he IS U?rlvaled,, 
all the girls who have gone wrong, but all who are notorious and publicly . No ocCidental, ~ys Wildman, 93.n comprehend the full measare of 
reco · ed as unchaste. Chinese ec~nomy. I~ IS an art and asCien_ce tha~ has _been perfected through 

, ~n too it is lin possible to esfunate the far-reaching effects of opium ~he centunes. * * * Two ceD;ts ~day IS a fa.Ir_~stimate per head of what 
smoking.' The public does not realize what a curse it is becoming. The very 1t cos~~ feed 300.09<J,OOO of cpina. s. 400,000,000. ... * * Apsence of ,nerves 
highest have fallen victims." • an!l ability to suffer IS a. God-given gift, a_n<;l_ma~es _the Chine e ~uat to an 

. . . eXIStence that would blot out European Clvilization m two generatiollS. One 
I quote also m thiS connection some statements from travelers can not but wonder if, in the struggle for the possession of the earth that is 

and sojourners in China who have observed its people and have now taking place, the ~hite man of 'nerves' may not in the end go down be-
,_ · th · . ' t 1 d 1 h te · ti fore the yellow man Without 'nerves.' " spoa.en concernmg eu men a an mora c arac ns cs: To the same effect is the testimony of Reinsch and Hearn; and as for Kip-

Lord George Curzon,in his Problems of the Far East: ''The board (tsungli ling, well, in his singularly terse way of summarizing clear observations, he 
yamen) is in reality a board of delay. Its object is to palaver, and gloze, and Rays of the men of China: "A people without nerves as without digestion, 
prom:i.ee, and do nothing." (P. 263.) and, if report speaks truly, without morals." And again: "There are three 

Henl'y Norman in his Peoples and Politics of the Far East: "Every Chi- races who can work, but there is only one that can swarm. These people 
ncse cfficial, with the possible exception of one in a. thousand, is a liar, a. thief, work and spread. They pack close and eat everything, and they can live on 
and a tyrant." (P. 282.) nothing." And yet again: "They will overwhelm the world." • 

"Dirt, falsehoOd, corruption, and cruelty are some of the least objection- Not even in the Far East, where standards of life are priinitive and hered-
a.blo of Chinese vices." (P. 287.) ity ha-s not made strikingly for nervous development and sensitiveness, can 

• ChineEe literature inculcates all the virtues; Chinese life exhibits all the the Chinese people be overcome when they determine to hold g1·ound in 
vices, Chi.I:ese professions-and this is the point where foreign diplomatists competition. 
ha>c so often gone astray-are everything that is desirable; Chinese practices "Better artists and stronger workmen, man for manh" says Kipling, speak-
are e>erything that is most convenient. 'The life and state papers of a Chinese ing of the Chinese in comparison with the Hindu and t e Japanese. 
statesman,' wrote Mr. George Wingrove Cooke, 'like the Confessions of And, writing of Singapore, he tells us: "India ended so long ag-o that I can 
Rousseau, abound in the finest sentiments and the foulest deeds. He cuts off not even talk about the natives of the place. They are all Chinese, except 
10.000 heads, and cites a. passa~e from Mencius about the sanctity of human where they are French, or Dutch, or German. England is, by the Ullin
life. He pockets the money given him to repair an embankment, and thus formed, supposed to own the island. The rest belongs to China. and the Con
inundates a province; and he deplores the land loss to the cultivator of the tinent, but chiefly China." 
soil. He makes a. treaty which he secretly declares to be only a deception for Forty centuries of privation, of fierce competition within China for the 
the moment, and he exclaiins a~~ the ~riJ:D:a of J.>erjury. "' (Pp. 29!, 295.) most wratch~d subsistence, ha':e _left ineffaceable impressiollS on the yellow 

Professor Robert K. Douglas, m his SoCiety m China: race; have given that race a mmrmum of nerves, power to work hard with 
' There is no country in the world where practice and profession are more little food and with little sleep, and to rest under the most uncomfortable 

widely separated than in China. The Emprre is preeminently one of make- conditions; have given that race qualities of self-control, servility, fatalism, 
believe. From the Emperor to the meanest of his subjects a system of hi~h- perseverance, which no Caucasian nation can or ever should approximate 
EOunding pretension to lofty principles of morality holds sway; while the life and which no Caucasian nation can afford to ignore. 
of the nation is in direct contradiction to these assumptions. No imperial I think I can understand Kiplin~ s point of view when he spoke of Canton 
edict is complete and no official proclamation finds currency without _P.ro- as reminding him of those "homble sponges, full of worms that grow in 
teLtations in favor of all tte virtues. And yet few courts are more devoid of warm seas," and, again, as" a big blue sink of a city full of tullnels, all dark, 
truth and uprightness, and no magistracy is more corrupt than those of the and inhabited by yellow devils, a city that Dore ought to have seen;" and I 
Celestial Empire." (P. 3.) think he was not hysterical in drawing back with fear on contemplatin::» 

Rounse>elle Wildman, in his China's Open Door: China's 400,000,000 subjects-fear lest the day should dawn when there woul<l 
"Perjury is not a crime in China, as it is taken for granted that every man creep out of Asia. a. yellow tide that would overwhelm the Occident. 

millie a.s long as it will benefit him.'' (P. 264 .. ) I tremble myself when Ithinkwhatpossibilitieslieinsfu·ring this terrible 
A Chinaman will lay as clever plallS to cheat or fool some particular god peoplQ-one-third the population of the globe-into industrial effectiveness, 

as to blind the eyes of a. rival firm." (P. 235.) mto political greatness, into-well, that is the terrifying problem: Into what? 

...... 



I ' 

3888 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. APRIL 9, 

Who shall say? Wema.ybeloosingthewhirlwind. Wemaybetearingdown 
a flood gate now holding back a pent torrent irresistible if set free. Out of 
the land of the draaon mar, sweep some modern Kublai Khan, some new 
Tamerlans--not, per~ps, With fire and sword, but with industry and ric&
to destroy om· Christian civilization. 

The Chinese pos ess the qualities out of which may come gt•eat skill in 
almost every employment of life; and where they lack, just now, in skill, 
they throw into the w_ua.tion their terrible numbers, their dreadful persever
ance, their amazing endurance; and when the American workman has 
reached in competition a level below which he can not go without less of 
sunshine, less of beef, le of care for the generation to follow him, less of 
concern for the institutions of his race and his country, the Chinaman has 
reached only the beginning of his capability to sink, for inch by inch he can 
go down with hia white competitor, until that competitor falls fainting and 
surrenders, leaving him with the employment for his own and his powers· of 
sinkin~ scarcely touched. In struggle for place the yellow man needs only 
as eqmpment a little rice and a little opium. He is not encumbered by the 
refinements of Christian civility, by sense of civic duty, by family ties. 

Why, Senators, it stirs the bwoo in protest-the thought of hesitation 
among white men when it is proposed that we guard our own from the touch 
of horrid competition with the tragic product of China's ages of black mis
take 1 

On the que tion of the right, power, and duty of every nation to 
protect itself against such horrid and debasing conditions as those 
which unrestricted Chinese immigration would bring on our 
people, I shall content myself with two quotations. 

In 1892 Mr. Wharton, then Assistant Secretary of State, re
sponding to numerous complaints made by the Chinese minister 
on the subject of our exclusion laws, addressed a letter to that 
functionary in which our policy and the grounds on which that 
policy is defensible were so clearly and conclusively stated and 
maintained that it is only necessary to read it to answer every 
possible criticism that has been made of the general principle of 
the present bill. 

I read from 1\Ir. Wharton's letter: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, Decembe>·10, 189S. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the reception of yom· two notes of 
the respective dates of November 7 and November 11, 11lli2, concerning the 
recent legislation of the Congress of the United States "in respect to Chi
nese subjects" in this country. 

In the former of these two notes you refer to certain unanswered notes of 
your predecessor and of yourself as containing a full discussion of the pro
vision of the act of Congress approved October 1,1888. That statute was 
br~~~t about by the regrettable failm·e to complete the treaty signed at 
W · gton March 12,1 . It does not seem necessary at this late date to 
di'>Cuss the circumstances under which the treaty of 1888 failed. or to conjec
tm·e whether, had it been duly perfected, it wou1d have served to avert the 
difficulties or meet the issues which have since arisen. That the failure of 
that treaty, through the withholdment of the Imperial ratification. exerted 
a prejudicial influence upon American sentiment thereafter is hardly open 
to doubt. 

Neither does it seem necessary to the present object to enter into a full 
historical and analytical review of the variant conditions which have existed 
in the United States and China since the first treaties were signed in regard 
to the treatment of aliens. It would not be difficult to show that from the 
outset the position of the foreigner in China has been one of violation and 
exclusion, his rights being limited under treaties to <iertain specified objects 
within the narrow limits of the treaty ports, and extended only at the will 
of the Chinese Government to residence and travel in the interior. The 
foreign States, by their compacts with China, have impliedly recognized the 
inherent right of that Empire to regulate the domicile and business of aliens 
within its borders by soliciting. nd obtaining from China the limited privi
leges expressed by the formal treaties and the expanded privileges growing 
out of them. Nor would it be difficult to argue with convincing force that 
the applicn.tion of this right by China is governed in its manifestations by 
the inherent immiscibility of the Mongolian and Cau~'l.Sian races. As are all 
Europeans to the native Chinese communities, so are the Chinese to the 
communities of Em·opean blood-a people apart, not willing to be en~rafted 
upon the nationa,llife, and dwelling under the specfullicense of an artificially 
created necessity. 

Reserving, therefore, all considerations of these aspects of the general ques
tion I confine this communication to the precise points you make touching 
the recent legislation of Congress renewin~ the acts passed for the execution 
of the treaty of 1880. Tho e acts being limited in their effects to a fixed term 
of years, which, in the judgment of Congress came to an end in May last, it 
became necessary to reena.ct them for a further ~m;, with such safeguards 
as experience should have shown to be needful. vv .niJ.e more precisely pro
viding for the exclusion of new-coming Chinese laborers from our shores, in 
pursuance of a policy in regard to which the negotiations of immediately pre
ceding years had shown the two Governments to be in substantial a.ccord, 
the new legislation aimed to meet the case of the Chinese subjects actually 
residing and laboring in the United States by providing the means whereby 
their right to remain and enjoy the privileges of residence stipulated in the 
existin~ treaties should be confirmed to them by an orderly scheme of indi
ndualidentification and certification. The statute as completely aims to pro
tect the persons and rights of all Chinese persons entitled to reSidentialJ?riv
ileges as it does to prevent their fraudulent enjoyment by those not entitled 
thereto. 

You are pleased to state that the proceedings which led to this legislation 
itself were not required by any existing emergency that had arisen between 
the two nations, but in this you overlook the circumstance that the thereto
fore e:tisting temporary legiSlation under the old treaties was about to termi
nate by its own time limitation, as also the fact that the abrupt failure of the 
negotiations for a. fulle.r international accord on the general subject had not 
only devolved upon the Oongre~ 9f the United Sta~~ the necessity for deal
ing with the matter by the mumc1pal resorts pe1·tammg to sovereignty, but 
had moreover aroused an unfortunate belief that the attitude of China was 
obstructive and the claims of China unreasonable. That this belief is with
out solid foundation I am happy to assume; that it did exist, and under the 
circumstances with good show of reason, must be frankly admitted. 

Much of the ar~ent in the preceding notes of yom· legation, to which 
yon refer and which you incorporate in your present note , rests upon the 
assumed claim that tlie status of Chinese subjects with respect to tho body 
politic of the United States is on the same footing as that of all other aliens 
of whatever nationality. Neither in the light of international reciprocity 
nor in that of municiJ?8.1 sovereignty can these assumptions hold good. The 
restrictions upon foreigners in China are special and onerous as to vocation, 
residence, and travel, and are based on the natural ban·iers which seem to 
forbid the assimilation of the foreign element with the native Chine e race. 

This condition of immiscibility is likewise a.s forcibly present in the case of 
Chinese in the United States as it is generally absent in regard to aliens of 
the same race and blood as our own. It is the inherent prerogative of saver~ 
eignty to take cognizance of such incompatibilities and to provido spacial 
conditions for the toleration af the una.ssimilable element m the national 
community. China's treatment of foreigners can only be justified on such 
grounds. Moreover, this soverei~n right is freely exercised by the United 
States in the adoption of restrictive or discriminatory legi la.tion in regard 
to any classes of alien immigration whenever the exi15encies of the public in~ 
terests demand and to whatever extent may be reqmsite. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has spoken to tho same 
effect and with equal force. In the Chinese-exclusion case, re
pOiied in 130 United States, at page 581, Mr. Justice Field, deliv
ering the opinion of the court, uses this language: 

To preserve its independence and give security against foreign ag~re ion 
and encroachment IS the highest duty of every nation, and to atta.m these 
ends nearly all other considerations are to be subordinated. It matters not 
in what form such a~gression and encroachment come, whether from tha 
foreign nation acting m its national character or from vast hordes of its peo~ 
ple crowding in upon ns. The Government, posse~sing the powers which are 
to be exercised for protection and security IS clothed with authority to de~ 
termine the occasion on which the power Shall be called forth; and its deter
mination, so far a.s the subjects affected are concerned are necessarily con~ 
elusive upon all its departments and officers. If, therefore, the Government 
of the United States, through its legislative department, considers the pres~ 
ence of foreigners of a different race in this country, who will not assimilate 
with ns, to be dangerous to its peace and security, their exclusion is not to be 
stayed because at the time there are no actual hostilities with the nation of 
which the foreigners are subjects. The existence of war would render the 
necessity of the proceeding only more obvious and pressing. The s:J.me ne~ 
cessity in a less pressing degree may arise when war does not exist, and the 
same authority which adjudges the necessity in one case must also determine 
it in the other. * * * 

The power of the Government to exclude foreigners from the country 
whenever, in its judgment, the public interest requires such exclusion has 
been asserted in repeated instances, and never denied by the executive or 
legislative departments. 

In a communication made in December, 1852, to Mr. A. Dudley l{ann, atone 
time a special agent of the De~rtment of State in Europe, Mr. Everett, then 
Secretary of State under PreSident Fillmore, writes: 

"This Government could never give up the right of excluding foreigne1·s 
whose l?resence it might deem a source of danger to the United States. Nor 
will this Government consider such exclusion of American citizens from 
Russia necessarily a matter of diplomatic complaint to that country." 

In a dispatch to Mr. Fay, our minister to Switzerland, in March, 1856, Mr. 
Marcy, Secretary of State under President Pierce, writes: 

"Every society possesses the undoubted right to determine who shall com
pose its members, and it is exercised by all nations both in peace and war." 

"It may always be questionable whether a resort to this power is war
ranted by the circumstances, or wha.t department of the Government is em
powered to exert it; but there can be no doubt that it is possessed by all 
nations, and that each may decide for itself when the occasion arises demand~ 
ing its exercise." • 

In a communication in September, 1869, to Mr. Washbm'De, om· minister 
to France, Mr. Fish, Secretary of State under President Grant, uses this lan-

~~~e control of the people within its limits and the right to ex~l from its 
territory persons who are dangerous to the peace of the state are. too clearlv 
within the essential attributes of sovereignty to be seriously contested. 
Strangers visiting or sojourning in a foreign country voluntarily submit 
themselves to the laws and customs, and the municipal laws of France au~ 
thorizing the expulsion of strangers are not of such recent date, nor ha-s the 
exercise of the power by the Government of France been so infrequent, that 
sojourners within her territory can claim surprise when the power is put in 
force." 

Mr. President, I do not think the policy of this bill can be suc
cessfully questioned, either from the standpoint of the interests 
of our own people, or from the standpoint of that comity which 
we owe to the Government and the people of China. We have 
a perfect right, without offending against any just demand of 
China, to enact the bill into law, and we would be recreant to 
our own people and to the high civilization which has made them 
what they are if we did not enact it into law. Believing that 
these fa.cts are generally recognized in both branches of Congre s, 
I pass now to a consideration of some of the features of the bill. 
Generally speaking, the bill is a compilation and revision of ex
isting laws, and of Treasury regulations made pursuant to law 
and having the force and effect of law, with some liberalization 
concerning the excepted classes that may come into our country. 
In confirmation of this statement I invite Senators to examine 
the provisions of this bill and the corresponding provisions of ex
isting laws and regulations, printed in parallel columns, and found 
in Senate Report No. 776, pages 150to 214, both inclusive. 

I have the book here; it is easily accessible to all Senators and 
I am satisfied that if they will procure it and examine the parallel 
columns, showing the present law and the proposed legislation, 
they will see that there is nothing in the claim that the present 
bill is any more harsh in its provisions than those under which 
our country has been proceeding for the last twenty years or ever 
since the policy of Chinese exclusion was entered upon. 

For instance, as the Senator from New Hamp hire [Mr. GAL
LINGER] was proceeding this morning with his several complaints 
as to the peculiar hardships of the bill, I turned to the part of the 
report to which I have referred and readily saw in the reprint of 
the present laws or of the present Treasury regulations therein 
set forth provisions in every respect identical with the things 
which he complains of as being in the proposed law. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Washington allow me to 
ask him a question? 

1\Ir. TURNER. Certainly. 
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Mr. CLAY. Has the Senator carefully examined the provisions 
of the treaty of 1894 and compared them with the present bill, and 
does he think there is any conflict between the terms- of the treaty 
of 1894: and this bill? That is the only question about which I 
worry. 

Mr. TURNER. I have examined them with some particularity. 
I do not find that there is any conflict at all. For instance~ the 
Senator from New Hampshire complained that the bill restricted 
the right t.D come to our country to five classes other than laborers, 
to wit: Officials, teachers, students, merchants, travelers for curi-

. osity or pleasure, and said this wa-s contrary to the letter and 
spirit of the treaty of 1894, and limited the rights of all others to 
come who would have the right to come under the treaty, to wit: 
Merchants, bankers, and others of that class. By turning to page 
156 of this report it will be seen that by section 4 of the present 
bill the right of the excepted classes is confined to officials, teach
ers, students, merchants, and travelers for curiosity or pleasure. 
Now, in the parallel columns I find printed article 3 of the conven
tion of 1894 with China, from which I read: 

The provisions of this conv-ention shall not affect the 'right at present en
jo:ved of Chinese subjects, being officials, teachers, students, merchants, or 
travelers for curiosity or pleasure. 

Exactly the language of this bill 
There was some controversy between our commissioners and 

the diplomatic functionaries of China as to the particular word
ing of this section of the treaty, but it was finally boiled down into 
this shape, and the express mention in the treaty of those classes 
who are to be permitted to come here, limiting it to officials, 
travelers for curiosity or pleasure, merchants, students, and 
teachers, is a treaty recognition of the fact that those only are the 
classes who are to be permitted to come htjre. 

The principle of const1uction, expressio unius est exclusio alte
rim, applies to the construction of treaties as to laws, and when 
China expressly undmiook to provide the particular class of per
sons who might come here she impliedly acquiesced in the ex
clusion of an others. And that has been the construction of the 
courts, the construction of the executive officers of the Govern
ment, and the construction which China herself has put upon the 
treaty. -

l\fr. CLAY. I should like to ask the Senator a question. I 
believe the bill provides that a child born of Chinese parents in 
our insular possessions after the passage of this act shall not 
come into the United States. I should like to ask the Senator's 
views in regard to that point. 

Mr. TURNER. If the Senator will excuse me at this point, I 
will get to that a little further on. 

Mr. CLAY. Very well. 
Mr. TURNER. Here is the language of the act of 1888. The 

Senator from New Hampshire claims that this is a stringent 
measure, going much beyond other laws, but the law of 1888 
provided: 

That Chinese officials, teachers, students, merchants1 or tra.Yelers for 
ploo.sure or curiosity shall be permitted to enter the Umted States, but in 
order to entitle themselves to do so they shall first obtain the permission of 
the Chinese Government or other government of which they may at the 
time be citizens or subjects. 

Here are the opinions of the Attorney-General of the United 
States on the subject: 

The policy of the Government being against the admission of Chinese la
borers, treaty provisions making exceptions should-not be extended by con
struction to ca.ses not falling within the plain soope of the language used. 
{Opinion of Attorney-General, October 14, 1896· 21--424. ) 

The true theory of the Federal law is not that all Chinese persons may 
enter this country who are not forbidden. but that only those may enter who 
are expt·essly allowed. (Opinion of Attorney-General, July 15, 1S98; 22-l.BO.) 

So it will be seen that this particular pTovision, against which 
the Senator from New Hampshire declaimed as being illiberal, 
and as going much beyond what was ever provided for by exist
ing l-aw, is identically what was intended by the treaty of 1894, 
iB identically what was provided by the act of 1888; and both the 
treaty and the former law have been construed by the Treasury 
Department and by the Attorney-General to mean exactly that 
which it is made to mean in the present bill. 

The same thing may be said as to the criticisms of that Senator 
as to the definition of "me1·chants" and " students" and others, 
and as to the regulations thrown around their entry and their 
stay in this country. The present bill is nothing but a reenactment 
of former laws or former regulations relating to said classes, ex
cept that it is liberalized as to merchants. 

With the exceptions which I shall p1·esently notice, it is a literal 
fact that this bill iB a reenactment of existing law, and the prime 
necessity for its reenactment is found in the fact that existing 
law will expire by its own limitation on the 4th day of next May, 
and it must be reenacted if we are to have Chinese exclusion after 
that date. The bill is not the work alone of the California Chi
nese commission, o1· of. the Pacific coast Senators and Repre
sentatives. but the officials of the Treasury Department and of 
the Department of Justice assisted in framing it. Those provi-
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sions, which seem most harsh, are taken from the regulations 
framed by those officials and administered by them for the last 
ten_years, and their testimony is strong and emphatic that those 
provisions are necessary if we are to have any efficient exclusion 
of Chinese laborers. , 

The craft and guile of the Chinese and their contempt for the 
treaty obligations of theirown country have made the fullest and 
most minute and specific provisions designed to can-y into effect 
existing treaty obligations indispensably necessary. 

No rogue e'er felt the halter draw 
With good opinion of the law. 

And probably no Chinaman, in his attempt to evade our exclu
sion law, ever run up against these full and specific provisions and 
regulations, or ever will do so, with good opinion of them. But 
it is a fact that they have all been of force and have been applied 
for many years without interrnpting our friendly relations with 
China, and there is no good reason to suppose that their contin
ued application and enforcement in the future will have any 
other or different result. But however that may be, they are 
essential to the policy of Chinese exclusion, and since that policy 
is based on consideration relating to our own internal economy, 
I apprehend that any unfounded views which China might tak'e 
of our policy and of our just laws designed to enforce it would 
not be forceful in governing the action of Senators and Members 
of the House of Representatives. 

There is no disposition on the part of the friends of this bill to 
offend the Chinese by harsh and unnecessary legislation, or to vio
late any treaty obligation we have with them. Every single pro
vision of the bill is in affirmation of present treaty provisions or 
designed to secure their faithful observance. It is impossible to 
read the present existing treaty and say that, either as to the ex
cluded classes or as to the privileged classes or as to the Chinese 
alrea-dy in this country, the bill goes beyond the treaty in any sin
gle feature prejudicial to the rights of the Chinese. The friends 
of the bill challenge the most rigid scrutiny in that respect. In 
this connection it is proper to say that the present treaty with 
China, which this bill is in aid of, does not expire until the year 
1914. It is assumed by many that it expires in 1904, but this is an 
error. The treaty may be denounced by either China or the United 
States at the end of ten years from its promulgation, and in that 
event it will expire in 1904, but in the absence of such action it 
continues in force for twenty years, or until1914. 

If the present policy of exclusion be continued by the passage of 
this bill, it is certain that China will not denounce the present 
treaty, but will permit it to continue in force until it expires by 
its own limitation. The sure and certain way to invite a denun
ciation of that treaty in 1904, and thus bring about a condition of 
affairs which will compel us to choose between a failure to safe
guard our own interests or the necessity of violating treaty obli
gations which would be revived by the denunciation of the pres
ent treaty, will be to defeat this measure and a-dopt a halfway 
measure indicating to China that we are disposed to conform our 
exclusion policy to her views and wishes. If this bill be rightly 
unde1·stood, and it is very easy to misconstrue it unless it be care
fully studied, I feel assured that only those will vote against it 
who are, in truth, opposed to any exclusion of the Chinese with
out the consent of China, and who would a little rather that 
China would not, than that she would, consent to exclusion. 

One of the new featm·es of this bill is found in its second sec
tion, which reads as follows: 

SEC. 2. That from and after the passage of this act the entry into the 
American-mainland territory of the United States of Chinese laborers com
ing from any of the insular territory of the United States shall be absolutely 
prohibited; and this prohibition shall apply to all Chinese laborers, -as well 
to those who were in such insular territory when the same wacS acquired by 
the United States acS to those who have come there since, and it shall al£o ap
ply to those who have been born there since, and to those who may b3 born 
ther a hereafter. And the same prohibition of entry shall apply to Chinese 
laborers coming to one island of the United States from any other insular 
territory of the United Sta.t~s, except territory of a group whereof such island 
is a member. But the privileges of transit hereinafter given to other Chi
nese persons are hereby given to Chinese laborers in all territory of the 
United States, subject to the conditions hereinafter expressed. 

Some of the friends of this bill are reluctant to support it, deem
ing the section just read, or, at least, some parts of it, to be un
constitutional, but the only provision in the ection which presents 
any constitutional difficulties to my mind is the one forbidding 
Chinese born in any of our insular possessions since their acquisi
tion by us to come into what is called "American mainla.nd 
territory" or to go from one insular territory to another. Chil
dren of Chinese parentage born in the Philippines since the acqui
sition of the latter by us would be citizens of the United States 
under the decisions of our Supreme Court, that is, provided we 
have, in fact, acquired the islands and extended our sovereignty 
over them in the sense that our sovereignty is extended over our 
other Territorial possessions. 

.As to all other classes prohibited by section 2, there is no con
stitutional difficulty in my judgment. They have none of them 
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yet become citi?.ens of the United States, and they may never be
come so, and until they do become citizens, if they ever do, Con
gress may con~t.itutionally limit their right to be or remain in 
any part of thE: Tenitories of the United States. We have seen 
this proposition declared and the reasons for it stated in the 
Chinese-exclusion case reported in 130 U.S., from which I have 
heretofore read. No person in the Philippine Islands, I appre
hend, has become-a citizen of the United States by reason of the 
mere fact of the cession of those islands to us. Under the prin
ciples of intern<1tionallaw, natives of the islands would have be
come citizens bv the mere cession of the islands but for the fact 
that the treaty ,~,f cession provided a different rule, as it was com
petent for it to do. That treaty left the status of the inhabit
ants to be fixed by the Congress of the United States, and citi
zenship or no ci1izenship is a part of the political status of that 
people, and a pJ\rt of it which yet remains to be fixed and de
termined. It ~·uuld be barbarous, however, to hold those islands 
and deny to the inhabitants of native blood the rights of citizen
ship, and I do not apprehend that that will ever be done; 

But we are under no obligations, either legal or moral, to take 
in the Chinese who are there, and I do not apprehend that that 
will ever be done. So that none of the classes prohibited by sec
tion 2 of the bill, unless it be children born in the Philippines 
since the acquisition of the islands by us, are either now .citizens 
or are likely to become such by the action of Congress. It fol
lows, therefore, that we may constitutionally limit their right of 
locomotion as the interest or safety of our country may seem to 
require. This does not involve the question, so much discussed, 

. whether the Constitution of the United States extended to the new 
, Territories immediately on their acquisition by us. The positions 
that I have taken are not affected by that question. They are 
correct, if correct at all, even with that instrument in full force 
in the Philippines, because the Constitution does not undertake 
to define the politica.l status of the inhabitants who come to us 
along with newly acquired territory. This status is fixed by in
ternational law, with the qualification that the treaty of cession 
may override the international law, and that the action of Con
gress, after the acquisition, may override both. Some distin
guished lawyers, in discussing this question, have assumed that 

. the application of the Constitution to our new possessions de
pended on the question of the citizenship of the inhabitants. I 
do not think there is anything in that position. In a speech de
livered in this Chamber on March 13-14, 1900, I said, in discuss
ing that question: 

But are the principles of constitutional government which were laid down 
by our fathers dependent on the citizenship of all or any part of the people 
of territory covered by our flag? If so, how many native or naturalized 
Americans must go to such territory before it is covered with the protecting 
mantle of the Constitution? Would not one be as effective for that purpose 
as a million? I respectfully submit that the Constitution does not depend for 
its effect on the peripatetic t endencies of the American people. While it was 
made _primarily for the American people and their posterity, it embraces and 
covers and protects all people without regard to nationality who are residing 
temporarily or permanently under the shadow of the American flag. This 
proposition has been determined so lately and so authoritatively that I need 
not refer to the cases cst!tblishing it. The Senator from Kentucky, like 
everrbodr else wh£? maintains his side .o~ this questioJ?., persistently ~o~uses 
political r1ghts, which balong to the citizen alone, With those constitutional 
safeguards for personal right and equal governmental burdens, which b e
long, under our Constitution, to everybody within the territorial dominion 
of the United States.- What political rights, if any, the inhabitants of Terri
tories shall enjoy, and what the form of government through which thev 
shall be enjoyed, whether it shall be simple and arbitrary like that devised. 
originally for Louisiana, or complex and liberal, like that lately adopted for 
Hawaii, is .a"!Jsolutely withiJ;l the discretion of Congress. . . . 

The demmons on the-subject are too many and too poSitt>e to periiDt the 
proposit!on to be doubted; and it is in this sense that the Supreme Court has 
been speaking in every c3Se where it has declared the power of Congress over 
the Territories to be plenary and unlimited. But on the subject of those gov
ernmental burdens whi~h the ~enius of <:>ur institutions requ~1:e to be equal 
everywhere, and the mthholdingof which led to the establisnment of our 
Republic, and on the subject of life, ~berty, aJ?.d property anq th~ f~ and 
:perfect enjoyment thereof, Congress, m legislating for the Terr1tor1es, IS sub
Ject to all the limita-tions of the Constitution. The decisions on this subject 
are likewise too manr, and too positive to permit the proposition to be doubted, 
save by those who,' having eyes, see not, and having ears, hea1· not." 

Mr. President, I have heard nothing in the full and ample dis
cussion of the subject which we have had in Congress and have 
seen nothing in the opinions of the court rendered in the insular 
cases which has induced me to modify the views expressed in the 
speech from which I have quoted. On the other hand, fm·ther 
consideration and reflection has only tended to confirm my con
viction that they are sound and correct. 

If I am right thus far, then the only provision of section 2 
which can be questioned ·from a constitutional standpoint is that 
one limiting the Tights of children of Chinese parentage born in 
our insular possessions since we acquired these possessions. But 
as to such inhabitants, since their parents can not come here, and 
they are not likely to come of their own accord until they reach 
the age of puberty, it will be in the neighborhood of twenty years 
before the question of their rights can ever become practical and 
concrete. Before any of thein can ever have any interest which 
will be affected by this section the questions upon which their 

right wilJ depend will have been determined and settled by om· 
courts, and nothjng in this bill will affect them one way or the 
other. The question to-day is abstract and speculative. 

In view of the character of the legislation being put on our 
statute books every day concerning our insular possessions, to 
object to this most wholesome and necessary measure because of 
one abstract feature, small and insignificant in itself, is some
thing like swallowing a camel and 'Straining at a gnat. Besides 
all this, however clear any of us may be in our views of consti
tutional law applicable to our new po sessions, it must be ad
mitted, in view of the expressions in the decisions of our court 
of last resort, that the ultimate determination of all these con
stitutional questions is involved in doubt and obscurity. Let us 
not, then, foreclose the just interests of our own countrymen in 
deference to supposed rights of alien blood, which may be foond 
ultimately to have had no existence, and which, if they do exist, 
will be fully established by om· courts long before the rights can 
ever be asserted. And, finally, I have an abiding faith that no 
long time is des~ned to elapse before justice and expediency will 
be found running in parallel lines in the policy to be pursued by. 
this country toward the Philippine Islands. 

When that day comes we will freely accord to the Philippines 
that liberty and ind_ependence which they fairly won from Spain, 
and which we have thus far so unjustly withheld from them. 
We will certainly do this if it shall ever be adjudicated by our 
court of last resort that they are a conduit through which the 
population of China may filter into the United States; and for 
this reason I do not think the question of the rights of the Chi
nese children, of tender years, born in the Philippines, is of any 
great moment, or at least of sufficient moment to justify legislat
ors in voting against any feature of this most necessary and well
considered bill. In conclusion upon this point I beg leave to read 
to the Senate from the powerful presentation before the Senate 
Immigi·ation Committee, made by Mr. Livernash, of the Cali
fornia Chinese commission. I confess that this presentation 
overcame any scruples I had entertained concerning the features 
of the bill which I have been discussing, and I hope and believe 
it will be equally effective with others entertaining the same 
scruples . 

I read from Senate Report No. 776, part 2, pages 80, 81, and 82: 
We are not unmindful of the difficulties of the proposal that freedom of 

locomotion be limited. 
We are aware that some gentlemen very sincerely differ with the propo

nents of the theory that the Congress can constitutionally- say to Chinese per
sons· lawfully in the Philippines, "You may remain in the archipelago, but 
you may not enter the continental dominion of the United States." 

We are aware also that some who feel that the Congress can lawfully say 
this to a Chinese person who has entered the Philip:(>ines since the cession of 
islands to our Government think that the National Legislature can not law
fully say it to a Chinese person who was an inhabitant of the Philippines at 
the time of the cession, though not a native. 

We are yet further aware that some believe the Congress can say this law
fully to Chinese persons who, not being natives of the islands, were therein 
at the time of the cession or have properly come there since, but can not con
stitutionally say it to a native of the archipelago. 

The3e difficulties are some of the number arising from the very nature of 
the attempt to hold the Philippines domestic for some purposes and foreign 
for others. 

However, we are assuming that the majority, at least, in this Congress is 
proceeding on the theory that the Congrt~sshas the full right to fix the status 
of even the natives of the Philippines, and that, independently of Congres
sional action, the people of the Philippines have not been incorporated into 
tha body of American citizens; and we are assuming that the minority, while 
holding that the Constitution in its full vigor fol!ows the flag, and that the 
Congress, itself a creature of the Constitution, has not the power to withhold 
from or to legislate into any territory whatsoever under our flag the Federal 
organic law. or to strain or modify in any particular whatever the basic theory 
of our Republic as expressed in the DecJ.a,ration of Independence, nevertheless 
does not desire to prevent the endangered Pacific States from taking the theory 
of t he majority in its fullness and having it passed up:m not by the legisla
tors. but .by the judges, of the Republic. 

We represent, in pursuant to this line of argument, that it is the duty of 
Congress-forever pledged, we feel, to a policy of excluding Chinese laborers 
from competition with our own Caucasians-that it is the duty of the Con
gress to retain for us all of the deb!ttable ground upon the difficult constitu
tional questions proposed, questions which are doubtless in the minds of every 
member of this Congress who has given the subject any thought, 

It is not for the Congress of our country to take away from us the chance 
of having our day in court, and fighting for the protectio:~ oftha States along 
the Pacific seaboard. Those States are no more responsible than any other 
States of this Union for the unhappy conditions out of which came the ces
sion of the Philippine Islands to our country. But those States, more than 
any other States in all the Union, are entitled, by virtue of their Ion~ suffer
ing under Chinese immigration and bf their proximity to the Asiatic main
land to come to the Congress and iD.SlStentl~ to demand, with hopefulness, 
that the Congress shall strain every point w1thin its power in favor of the 
doing of those things that must be done under the unfortunate conditions in 
order to give to the people of such States, and in a secondary sense to the 
people of all the other States, sufficient protection against the evil the exclu· 
sion policy was designed to terminate. 

Those gentlemen who can dispute with us the constitutional points in
volved, and who put the subjunctive mood into all their discussion-as, for 
exam:r,>le, • If the courts hold thus,'' and "If the courts hold so' '-have, as fair 
Amencans, foreclosed themselves from denying to us that which we are 
here insisting we have a right to be given~ Their very subjunctive, propos
ing that there is doubt as to the constitutional powers of this Government to 
do the thin~ needful, is the arguri:lent we base ourselve upon when we say 
to you. "G1ve us all the doubtful ground and let us hold it forever, if may 
be, but at least until the judicial arm of the Government deprives us of some 
or all of it." Ar:~d if we hear from the judges that we can not, under our 
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system of go"'!ernment, gain that protection constitutionally which ourcivil.iza.
tion requires then we will address ourselves as sovereign States and citizens 
of sovereign States to the large and momentous business of persuading the 
American people that when the nation brought a quasi Chinese colony under 
our flag, against which the Congress was powerless to protect our mainland 
and our Caucasians, then that nation did a thing which must be reconsidered, 
and the relations of our mainland to the endange1·ing Asiatic archipelago 
must be changed. 

It is beyond question the duty of the Congress, and certainly of its Senatorial 
branch with its vote on the Hawaiianannexationquestionand its ratification 
of the treaty of Paris and its adoption of the joint resolution I have read, to 
hold for us every inch of debatable ground. 

Another new feature of this bill is that found in the last two 
clauses of section 39: 

And it shall be unlawful for any vessel holding an American re:tister to 
have or to employ in its crew any Chinese person not entitled to admission 
to the United States or into the portion of the territory of the United States 
to which such vessel plies; and any violation of this provision shall be punish
able by a fine not exceeding $2,000. 

But said penalty shall not accrue in the case of any such vessel which shall 
suffer the loss of a portion of her crew by reason of distress or stress of 
weather in any foreign jurisdiction or port and shall be compelled thereby 
to employ Chinese seamen to complete her complement of officers and men: 
Pt·ovided, That to relieve from said penalty in such case it shall be shown to 
the satisfaction of the appropriate Treasury officer that in such foreign juris
diction or port no seamen other than Chinese were obtainable, and that every 
such Chinese seaman was discharged from the service of such vessel imme
diately upon the arrival thereof at the first port where seamen other than 
Chinese could be obtained, and that if so discharged at any port under the 
jurisdiction of the United States no such Chinese seaman was permitted to 
depart from such vessel, but that each such Chinese seaman was forthwith 
transported as a passenger on such vessel, and at the expense thereof, to a 
foreign port, and that no such Chinese seaman did reenter the service of such 
vessel after such discharge. 

These provisions of the bill have been severely assailed on the 
ground that they put our America.n vessels plying on the Pacific 
Ocean at a disadvantage with the vessels of other nations. For 
mercy sake let us preserve a reasonable consistency. This Cham
ber has hardly ceased to resound with the demands of ship-sub
sidy advocates for an American merchant marine manned by 
Americans who could fight the country's battles, and to get such 
a marine and to stimulate the employment of native Americans 
therein, at living American wages, the ship-subsidy bill was 
passed. That bill is pending in the other House, and will most 
likely be passed there, as it is an Administration measure, and the 
Administration has a majority in that House. 

It d6es not seem unfair, in view of the enormous bounties we 
are about to pay, that the steamship companies be deprived of the 
right to employ cheap Asiatic labor. It does not seem ·out of 
place if the principle of Chinese exclusion be a sound one, to ex
tend it to the decks of our ships, which in law are as much a part 
of our territory as any part of our soil. To do so serves the two
fold purpose of protecting om· sailors from cheap Asiatic compe
tition and of building up for the defense of our country in time 
of need a loyal, patriotic American naval reserve. No one can 
question the desirability of doing both of these things, nor can 
anyone question the absolute necessity of doing the last one, if 
we are to maintain our naval suprema~y in time of war. While 
some of us in ~his Chamber were opposed to the ship-subsidy bill, 
it was not on the ground that a merchant marine manned by 
Americans was not necessary, but on the ground that the object 
could better be accomplished in another way. But having under
taken to accomplish it by subsidies, it does seem remarkable that 
the very men who have been clamoring for subsidies in order 
that they might pay living American wages to American seamen 
should now come here and clamor for the right to employ Chi
nese seamen at Chinese wages. They should either give up their 
subsidy or give up their Chinamen. 

Mr. Evarts, speaking for the Pacific Mail Steamship Company 
before the Senate Corn.rrU.ttee on Immigration, complained that 
this provision would cost his company 200,000 a year. The sub
sidy which his company will receive under the terms of the sub
sidy bill that passed this body will amount to double that sum. 
But if his company did not receive a cent it would have no right 
to complain. No vessel should be permitted to run under the 
American flag which is not manned with efficient seamen, and 
the Chinese are not and never will become efficient and trust
worthy in times of stress and peril. 

Let me read on this subject from the testimony of Mr. Andrew 
Furnseth, one of the representatives of the California Chinese 
Commission, himself a practical sailor and the representative of 
the Pacific Coast Sailors' Union (Senate Hearing, pp. 247,248): 
· As such, we could point to the notorious unreliability of the Chinese and 
other Asiatics in times of emergency on shipboard. 

This characteristic has been demonstrated on numerous occasions-in fact, 
in every case of wreck or other serious accident. By way of illustration we 
would cite the case of the collision between the steamers City of Chester and 
Oceanic in the Golden Gatei!ome years ago. The former vessel, manned by 
American seamen, sank with grea.t loss of life. The Oceanic (chartered by 
the Pacific Mail Steamship Company), though little damaged, rendered :prac
tically no assistanC'e to the sinking vessel, for the reason that her Chinese 
crew became terror stricken' and were unable to launch the boats. The 
American seamen and firemen of the City of Chester bad actually to make 
their way to the Chinese-manned vessel and launch the latter's boats, and by 
so doing managed to save many lives that would otherwise have been lost 
through the inefficiency and cowardice of the Chinese. The City of Chester 

belonged to what we called the good old Perkins boats; that is, the Paqific 
Coast Steamship Company's line coastwise boats. 

Coming down to the recent loss of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company's 
steamer City of Rio de Janeim in the harbor of San Francisco, it will be re
membe~d that that vessel remained above water for fifteen or twenty min
utes after striking, thus affording ample time to get the boats overboard and 
secure the lives of the passengers. In this case, too a panic occurred among 
the Chinese crew, with the result that 127 lives were lost, including the 
greater nuniber of passengers, many of whom were women and children. 
Only one boat was launched, and that was captured by the Chinese, in utter 
disregard of the lives intrusted to their care. 

As another instance of the inefficiency of the Chinese, we may refer to the 
experience of the transport Lenox, which was disabled off the Pacific coast 
in the last days of July of last year. She was a United States transport, and 
yet, wjth all that she carried a Chinese crew. Her Chinese crew refused to • 
go in the boat to the coast to bring assistance. 

A vohmteer boat's crew consisting of Caucasian seamen, just discharged 
from the Navy, and other passengers performed the duty which the Chinese 
crew refm>ed to perform. As reasons for carrying Chinese and other Asiatics 
it is claimed that "they are cheaper," "give less trouble," and that "they 
are more amenable to discipline "-under ordinary conditions. 

I conclude, then, Mr. President, that the complaint against this 
section is without just foundation. Justice to our native sailors 
demands it. The interests of the Government demand it. The 
rights of passengers on American vessels, whose lives are de
pendent on the efficiency of the seamen employed, demand it. 
And, finally, the bounty of our Government to our American 
vessels justify us in requiring and compelling it. . 
· Mr. President, I shall not spend much time in discussing the 

commercial aspect of Chinese exclusion. Representatives from 
some of the commercial bodies of the country appeared before the 
Senate committee and urged care and prudence in the framingof 
this bill, on the ground that our commerce with China was in
creasing, and that it might be injured by injudicious legislation. 
The committee was not unmindful of this great interest, and did 
exercise all the care and prudence possible to avoid unnecessarily 
harsh measures against which China would have a right to pro
test. But the committee felt it to be a duty to our own people 
and to our own civilization to make the bill one which would be 
effective in carrying out the policy of Chinese exclusion. 

Since the substantive features of the bill were all in harmony 
with existing treaty provisions, and the other features were all 
in aid of the substantive provisions, and all had been enforced 
for twenty years without material friction between the two 
countries, it wa.s felt that their reenactment at this time offered 
no menace to our good relations with China, or to the continued 
expansion of our trade there. This was felt all the more strongly 
because statistics established that from 1882, when the policy of 
Chinese exclusion was entered on, down to the present time, our 
exports to China had grown from 3,277,000 haikwan taels in 1888 
to 22,289,000 haikwan taels in 1899. • The exports fell off to 
16,724,000 haikwan ta~ls in 1900, owing to the Boxer disturbance 
in China that year. The growth of both exports and imports 
was from 11,697,000 haikw~n taels in 1888 to 43,975,000 haikwan 
taels in 1899. 

The tael is not a coin, but is a weight of silver, averaging 1t 
ounces, and is worth in American gold the value of 1t ounces of 
silver. This was 72 cents in 1897. Transforming the tael into 
American gold, our exports to China increased from $2,359,440 in 
1888 to $16,048,080 in 1899. Exports and imports aggregated in
creased from $8,421,840 in 1888 to $31,662,000 in 1899. Results 
speak more loudly than theories, and judging by these results the 
apprehensions which our commercial interests have felt and ex
pressed growing out of the present proposed legislation are with
out substantial foundation. But if it were otherwise, what con
scientious, patriotic citizen is there in this land who would have 
us falter in the prosecution of our national policy.at this time? 
Dollars and cents are well enough in their way, but a citizenship 
with morals unperverted and hope unimpaired, happy, healthy 
content, and patriotic under the provident care of wise, just, and 
liberal government so far outweighs the dross of gold and silver 
that the two considerations ought not to be mentioned in the 
same breath. 

It appears to be thought by some that a short bill, providing for 
the continuance of present restriction laws dmmg the life of the 
present treaty with China, is all that is required at this time. 
The bill framed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] 
and offered by him as a substitute for the present bill proceeds 
undoubtedly on that theory. But there are a number of reasons 
why such legislation is inefficient, and, without regard to its ef
ficieney, impolitic. 

First. The present laws are scattered through half a dozen dif
ferent enactments, are difficult for the ordinary practitioner to 
find, and when found it is sometimes difficult to reconcile all their 
provisions. The Treasm-y regulations are still more difficult to 
find. They are not contained in any general publication. All the 
provisions of law, and the Treasury regulations having the force 
and effect of law, ought to be revised, codified, and combined in 
a single enactment. That is what the present bill does, and the 
advantages of it are so obvious that I need not rmdertake to en
force them on the Senate. 
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Second. The act of 1888, known as the Scott Act, which con- let us avotd adding another such plague spot to the body politic. 
tains important and necessary provisions, is now being attacked We may feel kindly toward the Government and the people of 
in the Supreme Court of the United States on the ground that it China, and may manifest our feeling in many ways besides that 
was enacted in contemplation of the ratification of the Chinese of absorbing her toiling millions to the hurt -and injury of our 
treaty of 1888, and since that treaty failed by reason of the fail- own Government and our own people. We have lately manifested 
m·e of China to ratify and proclaim it, it is claimed that ·the act of our friendly disposition toward China in a most substantial man
Congress based on it and intended to carry out its provisions ner, and, if reports be true, she entertains a lively sense of grati
must fail and be declared of no force. There is much reason to tude toward us for our conduct . . I hope we will always continue 
believe that the contention is well founded. Some of our own to manifest such a disposition, but it must be on broad lines. 
officials have so maintained. It is manifest, then, that the provi- There must be no lowering of the American standru.·d out of com
sions of the act of 1888, if that a.ct be declared of no force, would plaisance to that co11Dtry or any country. Our standard must be -

·not be continued in operation by a mere declaration continuing in raLed rather than lowered. It is high now, but it can be raised 
force all the provisions of existing law. still higher. With wisdom to see and courage to act, the height 

Third. The Treasury regulations are likewise being attacked in to which we may grow as a nation in affluence and power, in cui
the Supreme Comii, and the ground urged is that there is no spe- tm·e and refinement, and the influence for good which we may 
cifi.c provi ion of existing laws authorizing the making of such diffuse as the result of our splendid example is beyond anything 
regulations. While the treaty of China contemplates the making that the mind of man has ever conceived. Let us have the wisdom 
of such regulations, it is urged that the laws have not reposed to see and the courage to act now, that this glorious consumma
the power to make and declare them in any particular officer, and tion be not hindered or impaired. 
hence, in enforcing Chinese exclusion, we can not look for meAns Th-niA.N APPROPRIATION BILL. 
and methods beyond the terms of the law and the treaty. This The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
contention, if sustained, would have the effect, practically, to of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
break down C~ese e:x:clusio~, and it is bein~ urged in.a number of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11353) making appropriations for 
of cases by 9ffinamen .at the Instan~e and ~th the as~IStance of · the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
the ~tea:msh~p comparues an~ ~he tianscontinental ra~wa~ com- and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
p~es. This _offers an addition~ and .mos~ conclusive Ieason for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, 
for mcorporating these Treasury Iegulations mto the body of our and asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
statutes. . . . votes of the two Houses thereon. 
_Fourt~. The pre~ent exclusiOn treaty Wit~ Chma does note~- Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate insist on its amend-

prre until ~9~4, but It may be denoun96d by either Governmentm ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and agree to 
1904, and :.t ~ then an~ ther~by te~ted. The passage of any- the conference asked for by the House. 
la~ at this ~e rm;mmg .WI~h ~he life of the treaty and ter~- The motion was agreed to. 
nating when It does IS an IDVI~tiOn to the Government of Chma By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author-
to d~nounce and thereby termmate ~he pr~sent treaty. . ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 

Fifth: The passage of such. a law 18 eq~valent to the ado_pt!on STEWART Mr. PLATT of Connecticut and Mr. RAWLINS were 
of a policy unfavorable to Chinese exclusiOn except by penmss10n appointed ' 
of China. It will be so regarded by China and will be so regarded, · 
and justly so, by our own people. It would give rise to agitation 
and unrest on the Pacific coast. It would disturb the present 
harmonious relations between capital and labor under which that 
coast is making such giant strides of progress. It ought not to be 
adopted, and unless it be the policy of the dominant political party 
to break down Chinese exclusion it will not be adopted. 

Mr. President, this measure is not in the interest of the Pacific 
coast alone. It is in the interest of the health and the morals and 
the civilization of the entire country. I include civilization with 
health and morals because a high civilization in any country 
is dependent on a high state of health and morals. I include it, 
moreover, because our civilization, the most splendid in the 
world and offering most of hope to the world, is built up and 
maintained and will be continued on the dignity which attaches 
to and belongs to human labor. 

The yellow hordes of China, pressed from within and dazzled 
by the 11Dexampled opportunities which the rapid development of 
our virgin resources offer, will in time invade and take possession 
of every part of our land ~ given the opportu?-ity. The first 
wave will break on the Pacific coast, but wave will succeed wave 
until the entire continent is inundated and overwhelmed. We 
have had a sufficient experience of the evil on the Pacific coast to 
make us keenly alive to the multiplied evil which will certainly 
follow the breaking down of our present exclusion policy. And 
since we hav~ suffered, and will be the first to suffer further, we 
feel that we have a claim now and here in this matter to the 
broad generous, and humane consideration of our countrymen 
throughout the entire land, and to that of their Representatives 
in Congress. 

We appeal confidently, then, to the representatives of all sec
tions of the country and of all political parties to stand with~ 
in the enactinent of this wise and just and most necessary legis
lation. We appeal with especial confidence to our friends from 
the South, who have in their body politic a growing cancer sec
ond only in virnlence to that wJ:Uch woul~ be fastened on the 
Pacific coast by a further propulsion to therr shores of the pagan 
hordes of China. The Caucasian and the Mongolian are as far 
apart as theCaucasiarl and the Ethiopian. We have had the race 
problem with us from the beginning as the result of the presence 
of the Ethiopian. It kept us in turmoil for half a centm-y and 
came near destroying the integrity of th~ Republic. It i~ w_ith 
us still and is taking new and added and deplorable forms, brmgmg 
misgivings and forebodings to the minds of thoughtful ~en ~very
where. How it will end no man can foresee but one thmg IS cer
tain since the black man is nonassimilable and can not rea<Jh up 
to the standard of the Caucasian nor pull the latter down to the 
level of the Ethiopian. he will remain a disturbing factor in our 
nationality so long as he remains one of its constituent elements. 

In the name of American progress and American civilization 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 11535) for the protection of game in Alask~, 

and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Game . . 

M.A.SO:!\~C FAIR .AND EXPOSITION. 
The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 173) to authorize the Commis

sioners of the DistTict of Columbia to issue certain temporary 
permits was read twice by 1ts title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator fTom North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] to the 
joint resolution. The Senate yesterday passed a joint resolution 
of precisely this nature, which has not yet gone to the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am not familiar with the subject, and 
I think perhaps the joint resolution had better be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suggest that it had better lie on the table 
for the present. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Or, as is suggested by the Senator from 
Wisconsin, perhaps the joint resolution had better lie upon the 
table. 

Mr. SPOONER. In connection with it, I will suggest that the 
joint resolution which wa passed yesterday, and which has not 
yet b2en sent to the other House, be retained by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be withheld from the 
House of Representatives until some m!jmber of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia is present who is familiar with the 
subject. 

Mr. McMILLAN subsequently said: I ask the Chair to lay be
foretheSenatethejointresolution (H. J. Res.173) to authorize the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to issue certain tempo4 

rary permits, and that it be put upon its passage. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sen:1te passed a joint 

resolution yesterday of exactly the same natnre, which is now on 
the table. If there is no objedion the joint resolution is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read for infoiTnation. 
Mr. McMIL.L.AN. We passed the same joint resolution yester· 

day. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 

joint resolution is in Committee of the Whole, and will be read, 
Mr. HOAR. I ask that it be l.·ead for information before unani4 

mons consent is given. 
,The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 

read for information. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 

hereby authorized to permit electric-light wires to be laid in existing con-
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duits and house connections between such <?O~duits. and Convention H!ill.1 ~ 
be made for the purpose of supplying additio~ light for the Masoruc tarr 
and exposition of 1902: Provided, That all such WJ.res shall be removed on or 
before May 10, 1902. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the con
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. • 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend
ment ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr: McMILLAN. I move that the votes by which the joint 
resolution (S. R. 76) to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis
trict of Columbia to issue certain temporary permits was ordered 
to a third reading and passed be reconsidered. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the joint resolution be indefi

nit . .Jy postponed. 
The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT ON FRAUDULENT ENTRY OF CHINESE LABORERs. 
Mr. PATTERSON submitted the following resolution; which 

was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of t he Treasury is hereby directed to trans

mit to the Senate a copy of an official report made to th~ Trea~ury _Depart
ment py James R. Dunn, coverina the development of rmporting mt<? the 
United""Sta tes Chinese laborers in t'he guise of J?.embers of the exe~pt Chinese 
classes the same being a r eport r eferred to m the letter of sa1d J~es R. 
Dunn to Hon. Boies Penrose, United States Senate, under dateof Apri18,1902. 

CHINESE EXCLUSION. 
The Senate, as in Com:rrJ.ttee of the Whole, resumed the con

sideration of the bill (S. 2960) to prohibit the coming into and to 
1·egulate the residence within the United States, its Territories, 
and all possessions and all ten'itoryunder its jurisdiction, and the 
District of Columbia, of Chinese persons and persons of Chinese 
descent. 

Mr. ELKINS. I wish to offer an amendment to the pending 
bill. I ask that it be pl'inted and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Vir
ginia offers an amendment to the pending bill, which will be 
printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, some days ago, soon after 
this bill was made the unfinished business, I presented quite a 
large number of proposed amendments, which were ordered to be 
printed. :rdid it at that time for ~h~ purpose. of ~ringi;lg to the 
attention of the Senate sundry proVISIOns of this bill which to me 
seemed objectionable. 

I am heartily in favor of a law which will exclude qhinese la
borers as provided in the treaty of 1894 betwee~ the 'f!mted States 
and China. I shall gladly vote for any substitute bill that may 
be presented which, in effect, c tinues in for?e or reenacts ~hat 
is known as the Ge::ny bw. I shall vote for It because I beheve 
that law has been effective, its purpose has been accomplished, 
and because it is without objectionable features; and if there 
have been objectionable features in its administration, they can 
be easily remeC..ied. . . . 

In discussing t 1 :s bill I propose to do It m a general way, and 
with the purpo3e of inquil'ing why it beco~es necessary to .adopt 
a measure 50 pages in length, and to enact mto law so many pro
visions which are now merely the regulations of one of the depart
ments of Government, a department fully able, when a law is de
clared, to make and remake regulations as circumstances may 
require. · . . 

When the present session of Congress opened, I think It was the 
general impression among t¥-~g me~ that the Geary law sho~d 
simply be reenacted. I notice, m looking over the files, that bills 
substantially for that purpose were offered by a large n~ber of 
Senators; for instance, by the Senator from Pennsylvama [Mr. 
PENROSE] the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], the Sen
ator from' Indiana [Mr. F.A.IRB.ANK.S], the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEW .ART] , the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR], 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], and by the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. RAWLINS], and, so far as I now remember, all of 
those bills were in effect to reenact the Geary law. 

I do not find on examination of the record which has been sent 
in by the Co~ttee on Im.migrati?n, that a;nyone who. is now 
urging the adoption of the present bill urged It at that tlme. If 
I may be permitted to refer to the record, I will call attention to 
the statement made by one of the commissioners from California, 
Mr. Livernash, who, it has been said in debate to-day, was the 
author of this bill; indeed, he testified that such is the fact. He 
said: 

When the California commissioners arrived in Washington we were in fa
vor of simple renewal of existing laws in some su<?h way .as under the LodB'e 
b~ but with a few amendments shown py eXJX!nence smc~ ~~to be 9-esrr
able and with pr ovisions giving protection agamst the Philippme Chinese. 
But ~e did not then know of the five pending cases to which I have·referred; 
and knowledge as to t hose cases has made us advocates of restatement, of 
codification rather than of simpl~ renewal, and has made us regard such re
statement o'r codification as vital. 

Therefore it appears that in its operation, ever since its passage 
down to the time when these commissioners cam~ to Washington, 
the law had been absolutely satisfactory to them. 

I call attention also to the testimony of another-or the state
ment rather, because no testimony, in the strict sense of the 
word' was taken beforeourcommittee-thestatementof ex-Mayor 
Jam~ D. Phelan, of San Francisco. He says: 

I suppose the Chinese of California have not returned to their native land, 
but they have scattered themselves throughout the United States. How
ever, so far as Californi~ is concerne~ it is satisfied with th~ operation of the 
exclusion law. The Chinese populatwn has fallen off matermlly. 

Referring to the convention from which he and Mr. Livernash 
took their credentials, or underwhose action theywereappointed, 
he says: 

This convention unanimously, without a dissenting voice, memorialized 
Congress, requesting not the reenactment of a particular law, but the reen
actment of the exclusion laws whose operation had been so benencent and 
satisfactory. 

Printed on the same page and subsequent pages of the record is 
the memorial that was sent to Congress by the convention I have 
alre~dy referred to, in which it is sa~: 

Pursuant to a call officially issued by the city of San Francisco, there as
sembled in tha t ci~ on the 21st day of November, 1901, for the purpose of 
expressing the sentiments of the State of California on the reenactment of 
Cllinese-exclusion laws, a convention compose:i of State officers, representa
tivea of c~unty supervisors, city councils~ tr~;tde, labo.r, co~ercial, and civic 
or!mnizations to t he number of 3,000, ana. Without dissent It was resolved to 
m~morialize the President and the Congress of the United States as follows, 
etc. 

In stating what the operation of those laws had been the me
morial uses this language: 

The effects of Chinese exclusion have been most advantageous to the State. 
The 75,000 Chinese residen ts of California in 1880 have baen reduced, accord
ing to the last census, t o 45,600; ami whereas the whita settlement of Cali
fornia by Caucasians had been arr ested prior to the adoption of these laws, a 
healthy growth of the State in population has marked the progress of recent 
years. 

It appears, therefore, Mr. President, that when this session 
opened nobody desired anything better as a law than that then 
upon our statute book. The only reason that has been given in 
debate or in evidence that I am aware of for any amendment to 
the existing law is that mentioned by Mr. Livernash in the rec
oTd which I have just read, in which he says that when the com
missioners came here he did not lmow of the five cases pending in 
the Supreme Com·t. 

It seems to me, therefore, that the Geary law, with one or two 
slight amendments, would answer every purpose desired to be 
attained by the most ardent advocates of the exclusion of the 
Chinese. One of those cases in the Supreme Court involves the 
validity of the regulations govE)rnin.g the privilege of transit of 
laborers through this country. It has been claimed that such 
regulations are invalid, because when made by the Secretary of 
the Treasm-y they were based upon a section or the statute of 
1888, known as the Scott law. The Scott law was adopted when 
there was a treaty pending which it was supposed China would 
very soon ratify. That law in its enacting clause reads: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of Am.erica in Oongre&~ assembled, That from and after the date of the ex
change of ratifications of the pending treaty between the United States of 
America and His Imperial Majesty the Emperor of China, signed on the 12th 
day of March, A. D.1888, it shall be unlawful for any Chinese person, whether 
a subject of China or of any other power, to enter the United States, except 
as hereinafter provided. 

It is claimed that act has never been in force and that any reg
ulation made under its authority is an invalid regulation; and 
that is the one question, as I understand it, upon which that case 
may turn. For myself, I think the law never went into effect. 
I do not see how any regulation made under it could have, the 
force of law. Admit, for the sake of the argument, that such is 
the fact; admit, for the sake of the argument, that the decision 
of the Supreme Court will be to that effect, then the only thing 
that is necessary to be done by Congress in reenacting the Geary 
law is to merely add a clause by way of amendment providing 
that the Secretary of the Treasury shall have power to make 
proper regulations governing the admission of those who seek 
transit through our countl·y. With such an amendment the dif
ficulty is solved. 

Then there are certain other cases pending in the Supreme 
Court, in which, asJ understand, it is asserted that the treaty of 
1894: contains in itself a plan of procedure, providing how and 
under what circumstances the Chinese may come into this coun
try, and that such provisions of the treaty are superior in authority. 
to any statute adopted before the ratification of the treaty. If 

1 that be true, and if the Supreme Court shall hold that the regu
lations made under acts which were in force before the ratifica
tion of the treaty of 1894 are illegal and without binding authority, 
it will be because the treaty of 1894 was the last expression of 
national opinion and authol'ity, and for that reason governs any 
statute preceding it in date. If, therefore, at this time we reenact 
the Geai-y law, such reenactment, coming subsequent to the rati
fication of the treaty, will be the higher authol'ity, being the last 



3894 CONGRESSIONA~ RECORD-SENATE. APRIL 9, 

expression of legislative authority. If in any way its provisions 
differ from those of the treaty, we have taken the responsibility 
of adopting them, and the law become superior in authority to 
the terms of the treaty. 

During the hearing, to which I have already referred, this ques
tion arose indirectly. Objection was made by some who appeared 
before the committee to what wa.s known as the Proctor bill, be
cause it provided for the continuance of the Geary act-I regret 
that I hav not the bill before me, and am unable therefore to 
give its exact language-in accordance with the existing treaty 
obligations. One of them, having his attentio11: called to the bill, 
made this statement: 

The Proctor bill would carry forward only so much of the living law and 
practice as is strictly consistent with the text of the treaty of ll-M, whereas 
as things stand it is assumed that the treaty text may be helped out by the 
text of the living law and regulations in force at the ratification of the 
convention.. 

In other words, it was claimed because we had the law of 1892 
upon the statute books when the treaty of 1894 between the 
United States and China was ratified-and the same was claimed 
in the debate here the other day-that the provisions of the law 
of 1892 were in some way read into the treaty of 1894. By what 
authority I do not know. The objection to the original Proctor 
bill was that it continued in force the existing laws in accordance 
with the terms of the treaty, and therefore it would not carry 
forward the provisions of preexisting law, and for that reason 

-was objectionable. 
Therefore, Mr. President, it seems to me that every reason that 

has been suggested for rewriting the laws has been done away 
with, because, by a simple amendment, the provision of the Scott 
law giving the Secretary of the Treasury the right to make I·egu
lations concerning those who seek transit through our country 
can be added as an amendment. If the Geary law is reenacted at 
this time in so far as it differs from the provisions of the conven
tion of 1894, it will be paramount in authority to them; and if it 
becomes necessary to give effect to the Geary law in the Philip
pines a simple amendment to that effect can also be adopted. 

I do not know precisely why a provision should be attached, 
however, in respect of the Philippines. If a resident of the Phil
ippines is a Chinese subject he clearly can not enter this country 
under the provisions of existing law. If a Chinaman in the 
Philippines has become a citizen of the United States, either 
under the treaty with Spain or under any act of Congress, then, 
of cour e, he has the right to enter the country regardless of the 
law. I do not think I am mistaken about the operation of the 
Geary law. It is clear that no legislation to prevent Chinese 
coming from the Philippines to the mainland is necessary. 

The real question presented to this body for consideration is 
this: How caii we best protect American labor, a thing we are all 
anxious to do, and at the same time best protect American com
merce? In other words, how can we most successfully protect 
American citizenship in all of its branches, in all of its conditions, 
and how best protect American progre and American prosperity? 

I have listened with a good deal of interest to what has been 
said in debate concerning the character of Chinese immigrants. 
I heard it all in committee. I have no criticism to offer upon any
body who objects to the introduction of that class of people into 
th~ nation. Very much of what ha.s been said is true. I do not 
know but that all of it is true. I know nothing about it. I have 
not come in contact with this class of people. But admit for the 
sake of the argument that it js all true. If there is any member 
of the Senate who opposes either this measure or any other upon 
the ground that he objects to the policy of Chinese exclusion I do 
not know who he is. For myself I stand. as I said before, in favor 
of excluding the Chinese laborer and malcing the law stmng and 
effective to that end. Therefore, if a majority of the Senate are 
of the arne opinion, I do not see how the discussion of the moral 
character of the Chinese can help very much toward the solution 
of the main question as already stated. If it relates to prostitutes, 
who have been so much referred to, we have a general law appli
cable to them, whether they be European or Asiatic. 

I do think, however, :Mr. President, that the fear which has been 
expres ed of a large influx into this country of Chinese of the pro
hibited class is greater than the facts warrant: It is but natural 
that those who have been most troubled by the coming of Chinese 
laborers should be anxious and should magnify the dangers that 
confront them. It is perfectly evident that those who have the 
execution of this law committed to them have become unduly ex
cited, and in the expression of their opinions they oftentimes resort 
to extraV"agance of statement in an effort to impress upon their 
hearers the danger that impends unle s the laws are made more 
stringent than a~ present. 

A fair illustration of this was offered druing the proceedings 
before the Committee on Immigration. The committee room was 
crowded. A large proportion of the committee were present. The 
heads of different departments of the Federation of Labor were 

sitting along the border of the room. There appeared before us the 
Commissioner-General of Immigration; the law officer of that Bu
reau Mr. Campbell· Mr. Dunn, the inspector of Chinese immigra
tion at San Francisco; a United States deputy marshal; a Govern
ment interpreter; and with this body of men there were brought in 
two miserable, downcast-looking Chinamen. I hardly know how 
to describe their appearance. They stood modestly at one side of 
the room with their heads dropped. They were interrogated by 
pretty much everybody, through the interpreter, and the impres
sion left upon the minds of the committee when we were through 
with the hea1ing was that they were fair examples of those who 
were coming into America on every side. They came into Amer
ica, as I understood, with certificates as merchant , fraudulently 
obtained in China through a certain house which has been en
gaged in obtaining fraudulent certificates for Chinese emigrant . 

These two Chinamen were entirely without counsel. They 
never had been inquired of whether they wished counsel, but they 
were brought into the Capitol of the nation. They were brought 
into the committee room. They were put upon the rack. They 
were inquired of in every possible way, through the interpreter, 
and it went, as a matter of course, in the minds of all of us that 
everything stated about them was true. 

It now appea1·s that one of those men ha,s been in the city of 
W a.Shington for four years. How long the other one has been 
here I do not know. I am informed that one has not yet received 
his trial. His case is awaiting evidence, but the other was 
brought before the Commissioner, and, on appeal, before Judge 
Hagner, and on a full hearing before the latter has been dis
charged upon the ground that his certificate was valid. 

If an American citizen had been picked up in that way and not 
taken before a magistrate, but hauled through the streets of 
Wa.shington and into the Capitol of the nation and before a pro
miscuous crowd, and compelled to answer as tho e men were com
pelled to answer, I think somebody would have brought a suit for 
false imprisonment. But no matter about that. I mention the 
circumstance simply to show how every incident connected with 
the administration of this law by those who are appointed to ad
minister it is magnified. 

I do not know of any evidence that was brought before the 
committee which tended to show any organized effort on the part 
of anyone in power to evade or oven-ide this law, except that 
which was mentioned by Mr. Dunn and which has ~en the sub
ject of a colloquy between the Senator from New Hampshire and 
the Senator from Indiana. I had intended to say something 
about the statement, but it has been so fully gone into that it is 
not necessary for me to do so. 

I wish, however, to say by way of explanation that Mr. 
Schwerin, the general manage of the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company was not jn WashingtOn~ and consequently not in at
tendance before the committee at the time the sta.tement was 
made by Mr. Dunn. When the statement wa quoted in the Senate 
two or three days ago he called me fTom the Chamber and, deny
ing its correctness, stated that it was the fir t time that his atten
tion had been called to the matter. In view of the inquiry by the 
Senator from Indiana, why he had not sooner made denial of the 
fact, .I think it is only justice to Mr. Schwerin that I make this 
statement. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. PTesident-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver

mont yield to the Senator from India.na? 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. ' 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator agrees with me that the coun

sel for the steamship company was present during the statement. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. He was. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask the Senator's permission to say one 

word more. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. In what I said I do not wish to be under

stood as casting any criticism whatever upon the general manager 
of the company or the company itself. I adverted to the state
ment which is in the record and submitted the statement for what 
it was worth. I felt that I had a right to accept the statement as 
true at the time, for up to that time it had stood unchallenged. 
But as to whether the general manager or Mr. Dunn is right, of 
coru·se I have no more information or any better opinion than the 
Senator himself. 

Mr. DILLING HAll!. I hope the Senator from Indiana did not 
think I was offering any criticism of his action. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Oh, not at all. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. That was farthest from my mind. 
But, Mr. Pre ident the question comes back after this inter

ruption, to the proposition-what is b := t for the nation in view of 
the circumstances disclosed at the hearing before the Committee 
on Immigration? Under the Geary Act the Chine e in California 
have been reduced in number from 72,472 in 189.0 to 45,753 in the 
year 1900. In other words, under the operation of this act within 
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ten years the number of Chinese in California has been reduced 
40 per cent. ~ What better 1·esult can be hoped for under any law 
that may be enacted? This fact is the basis for the statements 
made by Mr. Livernash and Mayor Phelan. In it is found the 
reason of the language used in the memorial from the California 
Convention to this body, expressing their great satisfaction with 
the operation of the law. In our effort to exclude Chinese labor
ers from our country the Chinese Government is in full accord 
with us. Th~ preamble of the treaty of 1894:, as has aheady been 
stated. gives expression to China's desire to prohibit the emigra
tion of such laborers. 

The operation of existing law has been most satisfactory. I 
find that during the last seven years there has not only been a 
decrease in the number of Chinese in California, but there have 
not been brought into this country such vast numbers of them as 
the discm:sion in this case would seem to indicate. Take, for in
stance, the Chinese laborers in this country holding certificates 
who have the right to go to China and have the right under the 
treaty and under the law to return. I find that in the last seven 
years the number going out from this country has been as 
follows: 

In 1895, 110; in 1896, 936; in 1897, 1,651; in 1898, 2,200; in 1899, 
2,554· in 1900, 2,452, and in 1901, 2,735. 

During those seven years there have gone out from this coun
try of Chinese laborers, voluntarily, with the right to return, 
12,638. 

During 1896 only 106 returned; in 1897, 1,039; in 1898, 1,497; in 
1899, 1,793; in 1900, 1,977; in 1901, 2,280. In other words, there 
have returned during the same period only 8,712, or about two
thirds as many as have left our shores. 

It has been said in argument that we stand in great danger be
cause of ·the immense numbers who attempt to go through our 
country from China to other countries. It is alleged that they 
pass through into Mexico, and after remaining there a brief pe
riod recross the border and come again into the States; that they 
go into Canada and work their way into the States over the Ca
nadian border. After hearing the statements of the inspectors 
one would really believe that the Chinese are liable to become as 
numerous as the frogs were in Egypt at the time of the plague. 

I find, however, that the number of those who passed in transit 
through the United States to other countries in 1894 were 1,169; 
in 1895, 1,168; in 1896, 1,521; in 1897, 1,819; in 1898, 865; in 1899, 
1,012; in 1900, 2,602; in 1901, 1,807. During the eight years the 
average number coming in and going out of the country annually 
was only 1,495. 

How many of these worked their way back into this country 
and therefore were here illegally? That can only be shown by 
the number whom we deported, ·because if there is an active set 
of officers in all our nation it is the corps of inspectors who have 
under their charge the enforcement of these laws. I live on the 
border, and I know their diligence there, and certainly we can 
not complain that the officer in San Francisco is not vigilant and 
thorough. They have raked and scraped this nation of ours in 
each of these years to find and deport Chinese illegally here; 
those who did not hold certificates. How many have they found 
and deported? In 1895 they found 82; in 1896 120; in 1897, 227; in 
1898,220; in 1899,192: in 1900,2 $,and in 1901,328,oran average 
during each year of that time of about 208, who have worked in 
illegally and were therefore subject to the laws requiring their 
deportation. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the figures .do not indicate 
a very great danger to this nation under the operation of the 
Geary law. 

Under the Geary Act, as has been suggested by others, we 
know what we can do. We know the certainty of its operation. 
Everybody understands it. Under it justice will be speedy. If 
we adopt the pending measure, delays will occur, the expense 
will be great, the whole service will be tied up, and a manifest 
injustice will be perpetrated upon large numbers of those seek
ing entrance into this country, perhaps legally. If California is 
satisfied with the operation of the Geary law, as she certainly is, 
why should we make any change? California and the Pacific 
coast States are those more interested in this legislation than any 
of the others, and every one of the gentlemen representing the 
Pacific coast before our committee expressed his satisfaction with 
the operation of the present law. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May I ask the Senator from Ver
mont a question? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I suppose that among those de

ported are air who have lost their certificates or can not produce 
satisfactory certificates? 
~h. DILLINGHAM. I suppose so. It must be so, because the 

burden is placed upon the Chinaman to prove that he has the 
right to stay. 

Mr. President, we came here the first of December. The vari-

ous bills that I have mentioned for the extension of the Geary Act 
were introduced. It was considerably later in the session that 
the bill we are nowconsideringmadeitsappearance. The Cham
ber of Commerce of San Francisco subsequently, on the 13th day 
of February, took action which I will read. I apprehend that 
the Chamber. of Commerce of San Francisco is like the chamber 
of commerce of other great cities-made up of men who have 
brains, who have smmd judgment, who have great experience in 
affairs, who have a reasonable judgment of what will be b3 t for 
the prosperity of om· country and of all classes which constitute 
our nation. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. From what page does the Senator read? 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. Page 345. Their action was as follows: 
Whereas there are now pending in the National Congress of the United 

States at Washington certain bills which we believe may be construed to so 
restrict the entrance of the mercantile class of China into the United States 
as to be harmful to our mercantile interests; and 

Whereas the trade of the port of San Francisco with the Chinese Empire 
is of great and increasi~!t importance, its value for the year 1890, including 
Hon€'kong, being $15,689,~, and for the year 1900, $26,685,433; and _ 

Whereas for the proper conserving and promoting of this exchange of 
commoditie we believe 1t is of the utmost importance that all facilities of com
merce and the courtesies due to a friendly nation be extended particularly 
to that class of the Chinese Empire which operates, controls, and has in itself 
the means and power of furthering this trade, which, under favorable condi
tions and by the assistance of a broad Government policy, is destined to as
sume vast proportions in the future: Therefore 

Resolved, That we do hereby most respectfully and earnestly petition 
the President of the United States and our Representatives in Congress to use 
their utmost endeavors to induce Congress to enact legislation so as to grant 
unrestricted entrance into the United States to all merchants and members 
of the mercantile class of Chinese, such as salesmen, clerks, buyers, book
keepers, accountants, managers, storekeepers, bankers, and cashiers. 

I find also that the Merchants' Exchange of San Francisco held 
a meeting February 12 and adopted a memorial which is sub
stantially the same, if not in terms. It begins: 

Whereas there are now pending in the National Congress of the United 
States at Washington certain bills which we believe may be construed to so 
restrict the enti-ance of the mercantile class of China into the United States 
as to be harmful to our mercantile interests-

And then it goes on to state the extent of the trade that the 
Pacific coast is enjoying with the Empire of China and to express 
the fear that harm may come if this legislation is adopted, and 
asks Congress to broaden its legislation so as to allow to come in 
from China those commercial classes which we very much need 
to come in contact with if we would dispose of the great surplus 
of om· manufactures and secure our share of the foreign trade. 

It is claimed that the pending bill is the existing law, but into 
this measure there has been written as law the regulations which 
have been adopted from time to time since 1882 by the Treasury 
Department for the guidance of their officers and inspectors. It 
seems to me it is pretty poor policy for Congress to doubt either 
the ability or the purpose of any one of the great Executive De
partments of this Government to execute any law that is com
mitted to any such department to be administered. 

I understand that to the Treasury Department is committed 
substantially the whole duty and responsibility of administering 
the immigration laws and imposing regulations to carry such 
laws into effect. If we are to take these regulations, which may 
perhaps need to be amended to-morrow by new conditions as 
they present themselves, and make them matters of statutory 
law, we have, as it seems to me, insulted the head of that Depart
ment. We certainly have expressed a distrust of the ability of 
the Treasury Department to make regulations that will effectively 
carry into operation the provisions of the law which we may 
adopt. 

But over and beyond that is the further objection to an act in 
which such regulations are adopted as a part of its provisions 
that every day may pr.esent a new condition regarding the incom
ing or the outgoing of some member of a class governed by this 
bill which requires the exercise of the discretionary power vested 
in the Department, thus calling for changes in existing regula
tions and the adoption of new ones. As a matter of policy it 
seems to me to be all wrong. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver

mont yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. Certainly. ' 
Mr. SPOONER. Does the bill, in addition to adopting the reg

ulations referred to, confer upon the Secretary of the Treasury 
power to make other regulations? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. It does in several instances. 
Mr. SPOONER. A general power? 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. I do not recall whether it gives him the 

general power, but it does in several instances give that power to 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Now, there is another fundamental objection to the pending 
measure, as it seems to me. I may be wrong about it, as the 
Senator from Wisconsin sometimes says. This bill attempts to 
take up the Philippine situation and to deal with it in connection 
with the mainland situation. If that was to have been done, it 
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seems to me the bill should have gone to the Committee on For
eign Relations instead of the Committee on Immigration. It is 
a great question with which we have to deal in the Philippines, and 
yet this bill, presented under the circumstances I have indicated, 
professes to deal-- _ 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator n·om Vermont a question? 
Mr. DILLINGHA.l\:L Certainly. 
Mr. LODGE. Why should it not have gone to the Committee 

on the Philippines, which is the committee in charge of affairs 
relating to the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I have shown my ignorance of the differ
ent committees here. It should have gone to the Committee on 
the Philippines. The Senator is entirely right about it. 

The Philippines are in close proximity to China. The Chinese 
have been coming into the Philippines for ages. The commerce 
between the Philippines and China is very large. I am told that 
very much of the provisions consumed by the Philippines comes 
out from China. The conditions in the Philippines are such that 
it seems to tne entirely unwise that we should in this measure at
tempt to meet them. In this view of this question I am amply 
sustained by the testimony of Governor Taft given before the 
Committee on Immigration: 

When we went to the Philippines we found in force the exclusion act now 
in force extended to those islands by a proclamation of General Otis, with 
the approval of the President. I am not sure whether it was an Executive 
order or whether it was an order by General Otis. 

The chairman inquired: 
Is the exclusion there similar to that which applies to the mainland of the 

United States? 
Governor TAFT. Yes, sir. There are some exceptions, I believe, which the 

milita.ry governor allowed, but they are so small that it is practically the 
same as that applying in the United States. We never have disturbed them. 

The CHAIRMAN. How long has that act been in operation? 
Governor TAFT. I think it is three years. 
The C:HAIR:ll.AN. That is the existing law? 
Governor TAFT. Yes. sir. 

That being the case, the Chinese are not able at the present 
time to come into the Philippine Islands any more than they are 
to come into the United States. 

The question arose later about the people of mixed bloods, of 
whom there are large numbers in the islands. By one of the 
provisions of this bill they are excluded from coming to the 
United States, because the term Chinese is defined to include 
persons who are Chinese by birth or descent, also those of mixed 
blood. The following question was addressed to Governor Taft 
by the Chairman: 

.A:re there many half-bi•eeds-Filipino and Chinese? 
GovernorTAFT. Yes, sir; there are a great number of those. If you do 

not limit it to half-breeds, but extend it to those who have Chinese blood in 
them, there are a great number. 

The CHAIIUIAN. That is what I mean. 
Governor TAFT. There are provinces, like the province of Pampamga, in 

which there is a visible admixture of Chinese blood, coming down for hun
dreds of years. 

The C:HAIR)[AN . .A:re the people of those mixed races classed a.s Chinese or 
Filipinos? 

Governor TAFT. They are all cla.ssed as Filipinos, except the men with the 
pigtail, who were born m China. 

The CliAIIt:.\IAN. Would it be your thought that those people should be 
kept out of the United States as well as the full-blooded Chinese? 

Governor TAFT. No, sir. They are Filipino~s, pure and simple. They are 
just as strong in their prejudices against the Chinese as are tlie Filipinos. 

As bearing upon the question whether there should be any let
ting down of the bars so as to permit further entry of the Chinese 
into the Philippines, the chairman asked the following question: 

In your opinion will there ba a sufficient supply of effective labor for 'the 
development of the Philippine Islands without admitting the Chinese? 

Governor TAFT. That is rather a hard question to answer. I do not think 
there will be a sufficient supply of skilled labor, because the extent has been 
tested already, and the amount of it is so small that develO:tJment in manu
facturing, in construction, and among ma-chinists is almost rmpossible with
out allowin~ skilled labor to come in under 1·estrictions which will enable us 
to cause theiT removal from the islands after we have secured a sufficient 
supply of skilled labor from the Filipinos by manual-training schools and by 
the very presence of the Chinamen. 

The governor introduced a memorial to the Congress of the 
United States from the Chamber of Commerce of Manila, which 
I shall not stop to read. It will be found on page 492 of the record. 
In the memorial the following passage occurs: 

The present restrictive law does not benefit the Filipinos, nor is it of bene
fit to anyone. This labor will not enter into competition with American 
labor, and its entry into the Philippine Islands is imperatively needed. 

The governor also quoted from a letter written to him by his 
fellow-commissioner, General Wright, in which he says: 

I take it for gran ted that among the important topics of discussion between 
you and the authorities at Washington will be the insular policy as to the 
exclusion or admission of Chinese. It is a subject which we have discussed 
frequently and upon which, I believe, we are agreed. I think it well to say, 
however, in view of the multiplicity of subjects upon which you have to 
deal, that you may not overlook it, tlia t in my judgment it is extremely im
portant that should it be the policy of the Executive and Congress to con
tinue the exclusion of Chinese from the Umted States by treaty and leg
islation as heretofore, it is very important that these laws should not be 
enforced in their entirety here. The Filipino laborer as he is can not be re
lied on at this time foi' steady work. I think it very probable that under 
American administration, as his horizon broadens and his wants increase, 
his disposition to work in order to gratify those wants and better his condi-

tio-;t will increase proportionately. But that is a work of time and education. 
It IS very doubtful if to-day any large public work could be successfully 
~nied to completion without great delay and increased expenses with Fili
pmo laborers alone. The number of Filipino mechanics and other skilled 
laborers are extremely few and confined to a small number of trades. 

I am s~rry to tak~ so much time in reading, ~:mt the authmity 
from which I read IS so good that I can not resiSt the temptation 
to make further extracts from General Wright's letter. He says, 
speaking of the Chinese: 

I do mean, however, to assert that our ports here should not be hermetic
ally sealed against them1 and that either Congress should itself provide or, 
what would be better, give the government established here the authority 
to provide, for their admission under proper limitations. These limitations 
ma-y: be made ~gent en!>Ugh to require .their removal whenever the ne
Cef!Si.tY for theiT unportatiO}l ceases to ~xist. Persons or corporations re
q~g the use of e~ther skille_d or unskilled _laborers might be required to 
give bond and secunty for thell' return to China after a specified time or on 
demand of the government here. 

Governor Taft also introduced before the committee a letter 
add.Tessed to General Wright from Cameron & McLaughlin, 
manufacturers' agents, in which they complain of their inability 
to obtain skilled labor and ask for relief. The governor resumes, 
and this is his recommendation, and because it is his recommenda
tion I bring it before the Senate: 

Now, it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the best way for Congress to 
meet this problem is to establish its policy with respect to the United States, 
and then to treat the Philippine Islands so far as concerns the introduction 
of Chinese into the United Sta.t.esl as if it were a foreign country, and that 
then the Commission or the legislative bodr, of the islands be given some 
power and authority in its discretion to admit skilled labor, with provision 
for its return within such time as the Commission may determine. 

I should like also to have extended to the Commission the power to allow un
skilled labor to come in. Personally, in the Commission, I shall always op
pose the admission of unskilled labor until time has elapsed sufficient to ena
ble us to know that the Filipino unskilled labor can not be used for the 
purposes of labor in those islands. I think it can be. I believe it is a ques
tion only _of tact and organization. 

I want to say here that the Governor seemed extremely anxious 
to do nothing that would serve to arouse to any greater degree 
than it now exists the dislike of the Filipinos for the Chinese. 
He says that dislike does not arise from labor competition. He 
says it arises from the fact that the Chinese are good traders, and 
the prejudice against them comes because of that fact. In val'ious 
ways he advances the thought that we should do nothing to con
vey to the Filipino mind the idea that the Amel'ican Government 
intended to impose upon them great numbers of Chinese. 

He says: 
Nevertheless, it seems to me that we owe our first duty to the Filipinos to 

do nothing which shall arouse the enmity of the people and induce a belief 
that we are exploiting the islands or intend to sacrifice them to exploitation 
by admitting generally Chinese labor. I think if we are trusted with mak
ing exceptions to an exclusion law it will be found that we shall be much 
more conservative than a good many people in the islands desire us to be. 

The testimony of Governor Taft is really a bl'ief upon the sub
ject of this proposed legislation, and the tenor of it is to the effect 
that the provisions regarding Chinese in the Philippines should 
not remain in this bill, but that the matter should be determined 
either by an independent act of Congress relating to the Philip
pines, or that it should be referred to the Commission, as he had 
already suggested, with authmity to exercise a wise discretion in 
meeting conditions as they may arise. He says: 

I do not think the admission of Chinese skilled labor under proper restric
tions, so that it can be taken out of the islands when skilled labor is devel
oped among the Filipinos, is going to produce a political effect, such as cer
ta.inly would be produced by the unlimited admission of cooly labor there 
and their development into tradesmen. 

I should like very much if we could have the authority to experiment 
somewhat, if nothing else, in the introduction of skilled labor, for its need in 
the islands is very great. There is no doubt about that. The truth is that 
the few Chinamen in the islands now~ who are skilled laborers, get two or 
three times the wages which were paia during Spanish times· I do not know 
but four or five times. The price is ~oing right up~, because the pressure for 
building and all sorts of work which m.volvesskillea labor is growing greater 
and greater. 

Now, Mr. President, it seems to me that the extracts I have 
read from an interesting chapter in this book serve to indicate 
that the objection to having Philippine legislation incorporated 
into this bill is fundamental in its character and that we ought 
not to insist upon it, but that a more intelligent administration 
of the Chinese question in the Philippines can be given under the 
power of the Commission than it is possible for the American 
Congress to devise. 

Mr. President, I do not know how long the Senate will care to 
hear me to-night. I am not nearly through. 

Mr. HOAR. Would the Senator from Vermont like to yield 
for a motion to go into executive session? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. If that is the desire, I will stop at this 
point. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver

mont yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. I do. 
Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera

tion of executive business. 
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~fr. PENROSE. Mr. President, before the motion is put, I 

should like to give notice to the Senate that I shall to-morrow ask 
for unanimous consent to fix some date for a final vote upon the 
Chinese-exclusion bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

'l'he motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
3 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs
day, April10, 1902, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 9, 1902. 

CONSUL, 

Charles V. Herdliska, of the District of Columbia, to be consul 
of the United States at Callao, Peru, vice William B. Dickey, 
removed. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Frank E. Densmore, of California, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Independence, Cal., his term having expired. (Reap
pointment.) 

Willis H. Cofield, of Alva, Okla., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Alva, Okla., vice William J. French, removed. 

REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 

Stafford W. Austin, of California, to be register of the land 
office at Independence, Cal., his term having expired. (Reap
pointment.) 

John D. Maxey, of California, to be register of the land.office 
at Stockton, Cal., his term having expired . . (Reappointment.) 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 

Frank D. Roberts, of Missouri, to be collector of internal reve
nue for the sixth district of Missouri, to succeed F. E. Kellogg, 
resigned. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Asst. Surg. Claude H. Lavinder, of Virginia, to be a passed 
assistant surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. 

Asst. Surg. Taliaferro Clark, of Virginia, to be a passed as
sistant surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April9, 1902. 

SECRETARY OF LEGATIO~. 

Edward Winslow Ames, of Massachusetts, to be secretary of the 
legation of the United States at Buenos Ayres, Argentine Re
public. 

POSTM.ASTER, 

Edwin Fore, to be postmaster at Pittsburg, in the county of 
Camp and State of Texas. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 9, 1902. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. COUDEN, D. D. ' ' 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap
proved. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desh·e to make a personal 
explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to a personal explanation 
by the gentleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, on Monday, the 7th instant, I 

was necessarily absent from the House. On that day, prior to 
the calling up of the bill to extend the charters of national banks, 
and in fact during this Congress, I have been pah·ed with my 
friend from New. Jersey, Mr. FowLER. I was paired with him 
on that day, and the RECORD so shows. Upon the oo.ll of the roll 
on the passage of that bill I find by the RECORD that Mr. FoWLER 
voted '' yea.'' Of course I did not vot.e. I had been unable to see 
the gentleman from New Jersey, although I have endeavored to 
do so, and I desire to make the statement that had I not known 
that we were paired I should have been present and should have 
voted against the bill. I am constrained to believe that my friend 
from New Jersey [Mr. FOWLER] either did not vote or voted by 
inadvertence, forgetting that he was paired. 

CO~TESTED-ELECTION CASE-FOWLER AGAINST THOM.AS, THIRD 
DISTRICT NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. OLMSTED, n:om Committee on Elections No.2, presented 
the report of that committee in the contested-election case of 
John E. Fowler v. Charles R. Thomas, from the Third Congt·es
sionaldistrict of North Carolina; which was ordered to be printed 
and referred to the House Calendar. 

OLEOMARGARINE AND OTHER IM.ITATION DAIRY PRODUCTS. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 9206. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table the following bill, 
which the Clerk will report by its title. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 92{)6) to make oleomargarine andotherimit.ationdairyproducts 

subject to the laws of any State or Territory or the District of Columbia into 
which they are transported, and to change the tax on oleomargarine, and to 
amend an act entitled "An act defining butter, also imposing a tax upon and 
regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleomar
garine," approved August 2, 1886. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee and Mr. BURLESON. I ob

ject. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the bill will be re

ferred to the Committee on Agriculture. 
CUBAN RECIPROCITY, 

Mr. PAYNE. 1\Ir. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 12765) to provide 
for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union on the bill H. R. 12765. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 12765, the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 12765) to provide for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. VAN VooRHIS having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen
ate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had .passed bills of the following titles; to which the con
currence of the House of Representa,tives was requested: 

S. 1934. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Biloxi, in the State of 
Mississippi; 

S. 3421. An act for the relief of Eleonora G. Goldsborough; 
S. 3992. An act granting an increase of pension to David M. 

McKnight; 
S. 899. An act granting an increase of pension to George F . 

Bowers; 
S. 2738. An act gt·anting an increase of pension to James W. 

Hankins; 
S. 694. An act granting a pension to Jane Caton; 
S. 4042. An act granting an increase of pension to William It 

Norton; 
S. 2975. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi Hatchett; 
S. 4535. An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia M. 

Granger; 
S. 3334. An act granting an increase of pension to Thoma-s E. 

James; 
S. 2409. An act granting a pension to John A. Rotan; 
S. 234. An act granting a pension to James Frey; and 
S. R. 74. Joint resolution relating to publications of the Geo

logical Survey. 
The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 

its amendments to the bill (H. R. 11353) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, 
fiisagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the 
conference asked by the House on tlle disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. STEWART, Mr. PLAT'T 
of Connecticut, and Mr. RAWLINS as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. · 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 7290. An act granting an increase of pension to Lizzie B. 
~-reen; 



3898 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. APRIL 9, 

H. R. 7847. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. Wilson; 

H. R. 2613. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. H. Gibbs; 

H. R. 12275. An act granting a pension to Amelia A. Russell; 
H. R. 3354. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

Young; 
H. R.14l6. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry F. 

Benson; 
H. R. 3427. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 

Allen· 
H. R. 11025. An act g1·anting an increase of pension to Mary A. 

Ca1·1ile; 
H. R. 291. An act granting an increase of pension to Christina 

Heitz: 
H. R. 1485. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomp

son B. Moore; 
H. R. 4172. An act g1·anting an increase of pension to George 

R. Chaney; 
H. R. 3260. An act granting a pension to Jacob Golden: 
H. R. 10957. An act g1·anting an increase of pension to Mary E. 

Stockings; 
H. R. 4053. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry E. 

De Marse; 
H. R. 7525. An act granting a pension to Marion Barnes; 
H. R. 3816. An act granting an increase of pension to Theophila 

A. Dauphin; 
H. R. 3884. An act gi'anting an increase of pension to Erastus 

C. Moderwtil; 
• H. R. 9378. An act granting a pension to Clara B. Townsend; 

H. R. 10710. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
E. Scott; 

. H. R. 9654. An act granting a pension to JohnS. James; 
H. R. 11916. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 

B. Spurling; 
H . R. 16 5. An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus 

E. Hodges· · 
H. R. 1709. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin J. 

Godfrey; · 
H. R. 12395. An act granting a pension to Ruth Bartlett; 
H. R. 6023. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 

L. Ackridge; 
H. R. 12490. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Culbreath; 
H. R. 3332. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 

M. Boyd; 
· H. R. 7613. An act granting an increase of pension to Evaline 
Wilson: 

H. R: 4116. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
BaiTy; and 

H. R. 4176. An act g1·anting an increase of pension to Nathan 
W. Snee. 

RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA, 

The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. Wl\I. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, at length the dis

cussion of the proposed measure has been precipitated into the 
House. I listened yesterday with a great deal of interest to the 
remarks of the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, who opened the debate, and was impressed by his 
comparison of the present relationship of the island of Cuba to 
the United States. He characterized it as that of a guardian for 
a ward. I do not think the illustration very apt. Indeed, I do 
not think the remedy offered is such as a prudent guardian ought 
to tender to a ward. I have known guardians to indulge their 
wards far beyond the rule of appropriate conduct. I have known 
guardians to do for a ward what they refused to do for th9ir own 
offspring; and while I honor a guardian for performing his duty, 
nevertheless I assert that our first duty is to our own child-the 
offspring of our established policy. The first duty of the Ameli
can Congress is to the Ameiican people. 

Much as I dislike to disagree with the Committee on Ways and 
Means upon the question of our fiscal policy, sharp and pointed 
and unmistakable as have been the differences between us in this 
matter, still I desire t.o record my sincere belief that the commit
tee and its honored chairman have been animated by the highest 
motives and the utmost sinceiity in the course upon which the1 
have :finally resolved. 

This is the people's fon1m. Here is constituted the court of 
public opinion. This is the only place in the national councils 
where the people rimy be directly heard without passing through 
the circuitous pathway presciibed by the Constitution for other 
governmental agencies. 

Every Repre entative upon this floor bears his co~ission 
directly from the people, and he must soon return to give an 
account of his stewardship. 

This is the place where many men of many minds mingle to
gether for the common weal. Those from the East come laden 
with the responsibility of large and multiplied industiial de
velopment. From the West is gathered together the compos
ite energy of all the failures and of all the successes, all the tiials 
and all the hardships of the past, representing the most marvel
OllS development ever seen in any age of the world's progTess. 
From the North we bring raTe industiial trophies and illimitable 
energy·which has made for us a proud place in the nationalecon
omy. From the South you upon the other side bring to us the 
sweet perfume of peace restored, industry rehabilitated, and hap
piness returned. 

Are we not indeed fortunate in the pe1iod and the hour of our 
public service, and should we not with solemn devotion consecrate 
ourselves to the public good? 

I would not for anything have you believe that we who for two 
·months have been battling for what we believe to be right were 
animated by any hostility or unfiiendliness toward the island of 
Cuba. Such is far from the truth. We have always aided and 
sustained her in her struggle for independence. We glory in her 
approaching sovereignty, and we hope that her Congress may 
always be loyal to the Cuban people, emphasizing their devotion to 
the new Republic by stainless private life and honorable public 
conduct; and while they may bear their share of the world's re
sponsibility for public order and do their part to insure its stabil
ity and progress, yet they must not forget that they represent 
Cuba, and that her future development will be critically watphed 
by all the world. 

So, Mr. Chairman, we ml1St not forgetthatwhilewemay sympa
thize with Cuba, and are indeed akin to all the world. our fu·st 
duty is toward our own people and everything that ' tends to 
strengthen and develop our multiplied resources at home and add 
to the measure of our national strength and independence should 
be the object of our profoundest solicitude. 

I am opposed to this measure because I believe it is calculated 
to breed strife and dissatisfaction with the other sugar countiies 
of the world, which are thus disciiminated against. 

I believe it will have a tendency to provoke commercial hostil
ity among the other West India islands and our neighbors in 
South America. 

I am opposed to this measure because, in order to give it effect, 
it becomes necessary to violate a solemn promise of the Republican 
party deliberately made in national convention to the American 
people. 

I am opposed to this measure because I believe it will be harm
ful to the agricultural and industrial classes of the United States, 
whose great interests have been confided to our care and because 
I believe it will be harmful in the extreme to the island of Cuba. 

I am opposed to this policy because I believe that the principal 
beneficiary will be the American Sugar Refining Company, which 
does not need our sympathy. 

I am opposed to this measure because I believe that the people 
of the island of Cuba will receive no benefit therefrom. 

And now that the shackles of surfdom have been lifted from 
this patient island people, after so many years of turmoil and dis
aster, I wish for her a g1·eater destiny than to become merely the 
producer of a single product, and that dependent upon the 
capiice of a single corporation. 

The rugged pathway over which our nation has trudged to great
ness and power had many natural impediments which were readily 
overcome by her as the necessities arose; but the flight to indus
trial supremacy has been made through storm and tiial, frequently 
with pinioned wings, and always and ever with doubt and he ita
tion carping in our wake. 

There was little doubt as to the wisdom of our early tariff pol
icy. Indeed, there was rarely any doubt about it until manufac
tures were stimulated to such an extent that the South saw in 
the invasion of skilled and free labor a condition inimical to the 
permanent institution of slavery. At that time the attitude of the 
South changed, and they gradually taught themselves to believe 
that it was better to produce raw material and send it to Europe 
to be manufactured for the world. 

The South never aimed at industiial independence, and has 
with singular unanimity until within very recent years urged 
that our ta1iff laws were both burdensome and unconstitutional. 
They believed that the duties exact.ed were added to the co t of 
the article protected, and it will be strange indeed if it is not 
reasserted as• this debate progres es. 

On the other hand, we believe that the tariff operates to enlarge 
the area of production and ultimately to decrea e the co t to the 
consumer. Who can doubt that the tremendous development of 
the sugar industry stimulated as it ha been bv tariff bount.i.e 
and cartels;-m~ng the volume a million fold . has had th~ 
effect to give to the consumers of sugar the world oveT this arti
cle of necessity at the minimum of cost? 

No development of the world's production of foodstuffs has 
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been more rapid or striking than that of beet sugar. In 1854 the 
total crop of the world was 182,000 tons. Ten years later it had 
reached 536,000 tons, and ten years later, 1,219,000 tons, multi
plying each decade until, in 1900, it had reached the enormous 
amount of 5,510,000 tons. 

When my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania, sitting 
upon my right, first entered the House of Repre entatives, sugar 
made from beets grown upon the farm formed but 13 per cent of 
the world's total sugar crop, whereas last year it constituted 67 per 
cent of the total worlds sugar. While my distinguished friend 
[Mr. GRow] has beAn serving the people of his State with great 
wisdom and constancy the sugar-producing area of the world has 
shifted from the Tropics northward until the farmer of the tem
perate zone is fast growing to be the captain of this industry. 

Our friends upon the other side of the Chamber can not argue 
that the tariff has baen added to the cost, for the average price 
per pound has been lessened from 5.37 cents in 1871 to 2.49 cents 
in 1900. I can remember distinctly paying 15 cents a pound for 
sugar; to-day you get 20 pounds for $1. 

Artificially stimulated as it has been, the masses of mankind 
have reaped the benefit. While the worlds population haB no 
more than doubled in sixty year, its consumption of sugar to-day 
is more than eight times as much as in 1840. And while but a 
sing:e factory in all the United Kingdom now refines cane sugar, 
all the others are exclusively occupied in preparing for the mar
ket the raw product of the beet farms of Germany, France, 
Austria, and Rus ia. · 

The American Sugar Refining Company refines the cane sugar 
sold in this market, and controls 90 per cent of the product. The 
beet-sugar manufacturer takes· the beet from the farmer s hands, 
and when it leaves his factory is refined and ready for the table. 

This is a struggle for supremacy between a gigantic and cold
blooded monopoly upon the one hand and the American farmer 
and sugar manufacturer upon the other. And I make the pre
diction that the struggle will be long and relentless and costly; 
and if we will give to the American sugar industry the same 
me2.sure of protection accorded in all other fields of American 
enterprise, this st:.sar trust will lower its haughty head and deal 
fairly with the people upon whom it must depE:nd. 

Withdraw protection from this new and promising industry, 
discourage and weaken it by encouraging its rival, and when the 
epitaph is written upon its dismantled ruins, be very sure that 
your name does not appear among its principal offenders. 

We bring you a rebate plan which has in it no threat to Ameri
can industries. We bring to you a proposition which, if carried 
to its conclusion, will give a wider and better and far more reach
ing relief to the Cuban people than the proposition of the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 
· Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York [:Mr. PAYNE] in 
his speech upon this floor yesterday said he would do nothing that 
would affect unfavorably any American industry. He said this 
bill was not calculated to do the beet-sugar industry of our cotm
try any harm. But the testimony before his committee, of Mr. 
Atkins, of Boston, largely interested in the cane-sugar industry in 
the island of Cuba, is in conflict with the statement of the gentle
man from New York. 

Indeed, my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], who sits 
here on my left, said in one of the conferences-and I violate 
no secret-that if he thought this would harm an American in
dustry it could not receive his support; and 1 do him the honor 
to say that I do not believe he would willingly harm a single 
American industry. Bu~t I ask him to reconcile the testimony of 
Mr. Atkins with the statement he made in conference. 

Mr. Atkins says in answer to a question: 
"Do you think it desirable for the Government to do anything 

to encourage the domestic production of sugar?" 
"No; I do not." 
Reconcile that with your protection principles, if you can. One 

of the men whose testimony you are guided by as to the necessity 
for this legislation does not favor American independence of for
eign sugar supply. The gentleman from Pennsylvania and the 
gentleman from New Y crk say that this concession will do the 
indu try no harm. I ask you, gentlemen, my colleagues upon 
this floor, whom are we to believe? Are we to believe the man 
who does not believe in the domestic production of sugar, and 
therefore favors the pending bill, or are we to believe the mem
bers of the committee, who say that this action will do no harm? 
The situation is complex. 

It reminds me of a story of two tramps who went to a house to 
beg something to eat. As they neared the premises a dog came 
fiercely out of the back door and up toward the two tramps, and 
one said to the other: "The dog won't hurt you, Jim; go to the 
door and ask for something to eat. The dog won't hurt you; 
don't you see he is wagging his tail." "Yes," said Jim, more 
discerning than his pal, " I see he is wagging his tail, but I also 
notice he's showing his teeth and snarling; I do not know which 

' 

end to believe." [Laughter.] So, Mr. Chairman, when gentle
men largely interested in the production of cane sugar in Cuba, 
our rival in the sugar market of the world, tell us that they do 
not believe in any protection at all, and when the gentleman from 
New York yesterday admitted that 50 per cent reduction would 
not be too much to give to the i land as a ti·ade basis, and when 
I pressed the question upon him, admitted that free trade in raw 
sugar would be even more satisfactorythan the present bill, may 
I hope to be pardoned if we look upon the whole plan with sus
picion? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman from Michigan ought to 
distinguish which gentleman from New York . . 

Mr. W:M. ALDEN SUITH. I do not mean the gentleman who 
is now addressing me, but your colleague, Mr. McCLELLAN. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh. that's it. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Now, M17. Chairman, I said a 

moment ago that we were not ho tile to the island of Cuba. We 
believe in helping that island. We glory in its approaching 
independence. Our sympathy for Cuba takes a practical turn. 
Under your policy you simply afford a reduction of tariff to the 
few owners and exporters of sugar, while our policy would turn 
back to the government of the island of Cuba 20 or 25 per cent of 
the full revenue collected, relieve all the people of that island 
from the burdens of taxation, and assist it in its initial movement 
as an independent government. Our confidence in Cuba is greater 
than yours. The gentleman from New York yesterday in debate, 
turning upon me, asserted that when he made the speech in 1897 
to which I called the attention of the House, he did it before the 
Spanish-American war. But every time there is a war must our 
fiscal policy be readjusted? The gentleman again turned upon 
me seemingly and charged myself and others here with the respon
sibility for bringing on that war. 

Well, now, Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to avoid any respon
sibility for my action either preceding or during the Spanish war. 
But I say to the gentleman from New York that you may search 
my record in the Fifty-fourth and each succeeding Congress up 
to the present time in vain to find a single suggestion from me 
which warrants you in making such a statement. I never uttered 
a sentence upon this floor in favor of war with Spain; I never 
uttered a sentence upon this floor in the whole Cuban controversy 
except to advocate according belligerent rights to Cuba and to 
Spain, as we had the right to do under international law. So 
that my record upon that subject is as clear as the gentleman's. 

I went to the White House as one of a committee of this House, 
informally chosen to see the President, and there are men about 
me to-day who know what I said to President McKinley when he 
asked how I stood on that matter. I said to the President 
that while Michigan believed an end should be put to that war, 
while we believed in carrying out the principles laid down in the 
St. Louis platform in giving independence to the island of Cuba, 
yet I wa one who wanted him to know that I would not m·ge 
him to go one inch farther or one minute faster than he thought 
it wise and prudent to go. Gentlemen sitting about me will bear 
out that statement. While others went further, I was conserva-
tive. · 

But, be that as it may, I have no desire to evade the responsi
bilities of the Spanish-American war. I believe that we have rid 
this hemisphere of a most disturbing affliction. I have no apology 
to make for it here or any place else. We believe in the future 
of the island of Cuba. We believe that it possesses unrivaled 
pos ibilities. We are willing and anxious to do something for it 
but I ask you, sir, if it is wise for us to change our policy merely 
to meet a temporary exigency of a foreign state? If you start out 
on a proposition of that kind, you will instantly involve your coun
ti·y in jealousy with other West India islands and South American 
republics; you will instantly involve yourself with other great 
European sugar-producing countries, and possibly violate the 
most-favored-nation clause of treaties by favoring this one sugar
producing country of the Western Hemisphere. For one, I do not 
propose to engage in any such undertaking. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, much was said yesterday about the utterance 
of President McKinley at Buffalo. I defy the gentleman from 
New York or any member of the Ways and Means Committee to 
point ont a single sentence of William McKinley in his Buffalo 
speech which gives you any waiTant whatever for the meaBure 
now before the House of Representatives. I will tell vou what 
he said in that memorable and God-inspired utterance, which 
will live forever as his parting message to the American people. 

By sensible trade arrangements which will not interrupt our home produc
tion we should take from our customers such of then· products as we can 
use without harm to our industries and labor. 

Will this "interrupt our home production?" Every sugar 
interest in the State of Michigan says it will. Will this interfere 
with industry and labor here? Ask the farmers and laborers in 
the sugar fields of Michigan and California. 

I contend, sir, that reciprocity treaties should be so framed as 
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not to interfere with American industry, and I stand on the 
speech of President McKinley; I stand upon the national plat
fOlm of the Republican party; and that platform in 1900 said: 

We favor the associated policy of reciprocity, so directed as to open our 
markets on favorable terms for what we do not ourselv-es produce. 

We produoe sugar; we will produce more sugar if you will 
but give us the encouragement yon promised [turning to Mr. 
P.A.Th'E]. 

The Republican party has always kept and redeemed jts prom
ises. Our greatest statesmen saw a few years ago that upward 
of a hundred million dollars was being annually sent out of our 
country to purchase sugar. They. ha-d ?Onfidence and .faith in 
American capacity to produce thlS article. The Agncnltural 
Department of the Government sent experts all over the world 
to study the secret chemistry of the soil. Seed was distributed 
to whomsoever would experiment with it. Our national faith 
was pledged to give it a fair and honest trial. The Republican 
platform of 1896 boldly said: 

We condemn the present Administration for not keeping faith with the 
sugar producers of this country. The Repu~lican P-1rty favors such pro~c
tion as will lead to the production on Amencan soil of all the sugar which 
the American people use, and for which they pay other countries more than 
$100,<XX>,OOO annually. 

In the Republican campaign text-book of 1900, issued by the 
national committee, quoted from by every speaker in the land, 
there appears the following: 

No subject interests the farmers of the United States more than that of 
thepossibilityoftheirbeingable tosupplythe hundredmilliondolla~s'worth 
of sugar which our people consume annually and some facts which have 
recently been presented show that they are furly justified in their ambition. 

The farmers of the country have been encom·aged by the Republica~~ 
in their ambition to produce the sugar of the country. It was. a distinct 
promise to the farmer that he need not fear that the Republican party 
would permit the cheap la~r and cheap sugar ot a.ny t;:opieal territory to be 
brought in ina.manner which would des~oytheinfantmdustry of beet-s~ar 
production which the farmers of the Umted States have, under the fostenng 
care of the Republican party, been building up during the last few years. 

The lamented Mr. Dingley, with whom we had the honor to 
serve, said with his unerring wisdom in the discussion of the 
tariff act which bears his name: 

Nothing can be done to so successfully clip the wings of the sugar trust as 
to develop our beet-sugar industry, and at the same time confer immense 
benefit on our farmers and all our people. • 

While the distinguished chairman of the Committee upon Ways 
and Means in the present Congress, while that bill wa:a under 
discussion advocated establishing a beet-sugar factory m every 
Congressi~nal district in the United States, assuring us in his 
own well-chosen language: 

We will not disturb our tariff in the next quarter of a century. 
And the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 

in the same debate said: 
'rhere ;is not a rata of duty, not a. prtnciple of tariff taxati<?n, that has not 

been protested against by the sugar trust and fought to the bttter end before 
the Ways and Means Committee. We propose that instead of sending 
$125,000 uoo a year to the foreign countries of ~he worlq, most. of which goes 
to pay lB.bor in the production of Sll£"8.r, we will make 1t posSible for every 
pounu of sugar that we want to be produced in the Uni~ Sta~s of 
America. The Republican party comes and offers to the. agncu;ttunst of 
this country this magnificent boon. We will pr9~t the mdustries of the 
country in all directions from further demoralization; and we ask you to 
turn aside hundreds of thousands of acres of the splendid lands of all these 
States from the production of corn and oats and wheat and pota~and 
cotton to be put into an ah·eady overstocked market, to the productiOn of 
sugar and give to the farmers upon the fa1•ming lands of this country a better 
market with less competition than they now have. 

Mr. ChaiJ:man, the great States of Michigan and Wisconsin, 
California and New York, Colorado, Utah, Oregon and Mon
tana took these distinguished statesmen at their word; had 
faith in the promise of our party declaration. Upward of 
twelve and a half million dollars has been.in.vested in the sugar 
industries of Michigan. More than 20,000 farmers heard the 
bugle blast of the gentleman from Ohio, a~d are to-day un?-er con
tract cultivating the sugar beet. At the time you spoke, srr, there 
was not a sugar factory in the ~\Thole State. of MiclJ;igan. Now 
there are ten in successful operation. And 1f Y<?TI will but rec~ll 
this measure and give the assistance to Cuba which we all desrre 
to give in another and simpler way, not invol~g ~change of 
the policy of our Government, ten new factones will be com-
pleted this year. . 

I know it is claimed that this cut of 20 per cent will do our 
present factories no harm; but, ~Ir. Chairma~, wh~n th~ Dingley 
law was passed and you invited us to engage m this busmess you 
did not say t}lat you would even agitate a change in the tariff, 
much less reduce it by 20 per cent. . 

But I do not need to refresh the gentleman 's recollect iOn by 
turning to the utterances of anyone but himself. In the testi
mony before the Committee on Ways and Means Mr. Carey, an 
expert sugar-man, was asked by General GROSVEKOR: 

Is it possible, in your judgment, t o make a. ~n~ession to Cuban ~~r that 
will benefit the Cuban p eople and still not IDJure the production m the 
United States of cane and beet sugar? 

And the answer of Mr. Ca1·ey was: 
I do not think anything about it; I know that it is not. 

And Mr. GROSVENOR replied: 
Nobody eould help knowing that who knew enough to put two and two 

together. 
[Applause.] 
I ask the gentleman from Ohio whether he has suddenly changed 

from his attitude of hostility, which that remark disclosed, to one 
of general approval of the subject under consideration? 

The fact that it will do harm must be admitted when you 
realize that it will benefit our rivals. Men who have engaged in 
this industry are frightened and alarmed. Banks and financial 
institutions are disturbed by the agitation of a reduction and by 
the call for a further and a larger cut. Loans are difficult to ob
tain, securities have been impaired, danger lurks in the principle 
you would have us adopt to-day. · 

Is it not the height of political wisdom to make our country in
dependent of foreign sugar supply? Fifty years ago the consump
tion of sugar per capita was but 22 pounds. Last year it was 68 
pounds per capita. The growth of our country, the increase and 
multiplied uses to which sugar will be put will some day, and not 
far distant, equal an annual expenditure of $200,000,000. What a 
tremendous drain that will be upon the resources of:the country. 
How absolutely inexcusable if our policy should result in the de
struction or the pe1manent impairment of this industry. 

If we were in ignorance of what could be accomplished by a 
consistent and American course, there might be some excuse for 
doubt and hesitation and even a change of policy. But within 
the lifetime of every man upon tlris floor domestic industry has 
been stimulated and our country made independent of a European 
supply. 

How recently the late President, then Congressman, McKinley 
was jeered upon this floor because he dro:ed to advance th~ theory 
that a tariff of 2.2 cents a pound upon tin plate would stimulate 
its manufacture here. At the time he made the statement there 
was not a pound of tin plate being produced in the United States, 
although there was and had been for years a revenue tariff on tin 
plate of a cent a pound. What a din of incomprehensible noises 
filled the air after the enactment of this measure! Misrepresenta
tion seemed to be the principal avocation in every community. 
Housewives laid in a supply of tin dishes in order to take advan
tage of the price before the bill went into effect. 

We were expending in Wales $20,000,000 every year for tin. 
There are men upon the other side of this Chamber to-day who 
did not believe that tin plate would ever be manufactured in the 
United States as the result of the McKinley law. 

Prior to its enactment we imported650,000,000poundsannually 
from Europe. The first year of the law we made in America 
13 000 000 pounds of tin plate, the third year 139,000,000 pounds, 
th~ ruth year 304,090,000 pounds, and in 1900 there wa.s manu
factured in the Umted States 1,000,000,000 pounds of tin plate. 
[Applause.] 

We no longer send our money abroad for the employment of 
the laborers of Wales. Twenty-three thousand American citizens 
now labor daily in the tin mills of our own country, while up
wards of $15 000,000 is annually paid to them in wages. 

Are you p~oud of yom· prediction? Do you enjoy the distinc
tion which you have attained as a political prophet? This vast 
army of laborers in the tin mills of America are the patrons 
of the carpenter and the bric~yer ~d the mechanic ~d tJ;le 
farmer of our own country, stimulatmg every community m 
which they labor. 

My distinguished friend from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] and 
myself had the pleasure, in the last campaign, to personally in
spect a modem tin-plate mill near my own home, and I can not 
tell you the joy I felt when I realized for the first time how ~ffect
ive had been the policy of the noble and lamented McKinley. 
[Applause.] . . . 

You will be as proud, my protectwmst friends! over the sugar 
industry of the Unite9- S~tes, and ~he benefi:ts ~be a thousand 
times more far-reaching if yon will but give 1t the same full 
measure of protection as was given to the tin industry of our 
country. . 

I am opposed to this policJ urged by the comnntte~, bec~use I 
deem it the height of unwisuom to change the econonnc policy of 
om· country where a large and growing industry is affected. Cuba 
does not ne~ our sympathy. She may well pro~t by our ~~om 
and our example. She needs to be encourag-ed m the pnn01ples 
of Government best calculated to her largest development . 

I think if we encourage her to become merely t4e producer of 
sugar we will do her infinitely more harm t han good. You may 
ask what I would recommend. Possibly there i" no wisdom in 
the suggestion but Mr. Chairman, if I had my way I would 
propose to the first ~ngress of Cuba that she follow the wisdom 
of the early fathers of th~ Ame~ican ~epublic and put about her 
rich possessions a protectiVe tariff which would develop the mul
tiplied resources of the territory and sti_mulate the people into 
the diversified avenues of commerce and mdustry. [Applause.] 
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Let her drink from the fountain of political wisdom, where we 

found our most cooling and refreshing drafts. 
Cuba is rich in resources specially favored by climate: with 

harbors unsurpassed. I think too much of her to consign her to 
the permanent fate of cane-sugar production, which makes her 
labor semislave, and will keep the standard of her citizenship 
very low. 

She has virgin forests with a rich and rare variety of woods. She 
has iron and copper undeveloped and unexplored. The moun
tainous end of eastern Cuba is most highly favt>red and will pro
duce lemons equal to the Mediterranean shore between Marseilles 
and Genoa, and is one of the finest regions for coffee culture in 
the world, particularly between Santiago and Guantanamo and 
from Cape Maysi to Baracoa, on the northern side. 

I long to see Cuba rich and prosperous. I paid my first visit to 
the island when the reciprocity of 1\fr. Blaine was at its height. 
I know the condition of her people then and never shall forget 
as long as I live the thrill of satisfaction I felt when I saw 
American flour piled upon the wharves at Habana, Matanzas, 
and other ports. I thought then that reciprocity with Cuba was 
most desirable, and I think so now, whenever it can be accom
plished without injury to the domestic industry of the United 
States, but I do not believe that any exigency exists in the affairs 
of Cuba which warrant this radical departure from the policy of 
our Government, solongestablished, and I do not believethat the 

.late President McKinley in his last utterance, so full of wisdom, 
ever intended that the reciprocity which he approved was to be 
other than in perfect harmony with our protective policy. He 
always stood solidly upon the Republican platform, which in 
1900 declared: 

We favor the associated policy of reciprocity so directed as to open our 
markets on favorable terms for what we do not ourselves produce, in return 
fo1· free foreign markets. · 

I have said that I did not believe the condition of Cuba was 
such as to call for this sacrifice of domestic industry. According 
to the evidence before the Committee upon Ways and Means, all 
the labor of Cuba is employed at higher wages than are paid the 
farm hands of Michigan and Minnesota. According to the report 
of the War Department just made, the export . trade of Cuba, 
which in 1899 amounted to $37,435,296, in nine months of 1901 
amounted to $52,861,672, an increase of over 40 per cent. 

While Cuban exports have increased, her imports have de
creased, indicating a very healthy condition of affairs, and in 
nine months of the last year she shows a net balance of exports 
over imports of $4,244,858. 

Truly there is no indication of distress in these figures. The 
agitation must have found its origin away from the island of 
Cuba. What kind of distress think you would cause the sugar 
product of Cuba to increase from 300,000 tons in 1899 to 615,000 
tons in 1900, and to over 800,000 tons in 1901, without any modifi
caton of our tariff laws? 

It is said the Cuban people would be benefited by a 1·educed 
tariff duty upon sugar. I can not bring myself to believe this is a 
true statement. Governor Wood says that 450,000 tons of raw 
sugar are now stored in the warehouses of Cuba. At S70 a ton 
the value of this sugar would be $31,500,000. 

Whom do you suppose owns it? 
Take 20 per cent off the duty and in my opinion the sugar trust 

will pocket $2,916,000 in the twinkling of an eye. Reduce the 
duty 50 per cent, as some tariff reformers, like the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. McCLELLAN] , m·ge us to do, and the owners of this 
sugar would pocket $7,290,000. 'l'ake the duty all off, as the free 
traders of om· country would have us do, and the owners of this 
stored sugar would pocket $14,580~000. 

Much sympathy has been worked up for what is styled the 
"poor Cuban," but, Mr. Chairman, the "poor Cuban" is em
ployed at as high wages as he will receive if the tariff is lowered. 

Who is it that has the greatest motive for advocating this re
duction of duty? 

I do not consult the possible prejudices of men for my conclu
sions, but I turn to the last annual statement of Mr. Havemeyer's 
benevolent aggr gation, known as the sugar tt·ust, and I find on 
December 31 last they reported their assets at $122,551,777, an 
increase of $12,380,198 over the assets of the preceding yea1·; and 
turning to the details of the account I find that this increase grows 
out of the fol!owing situation: 

In 1900 the American Sugar Refining Company had on hand 
$22,488,790 worth of raw sugar unmanufactured, while on De
cember 1 just passed they had on hand $12,248,640 worth of raw 
sugar unmanufactured, a decrease of $10 240,150. Does this not 
account for the failure to sell on the part of the Cuban planter 
described by the gentleman from New York [.Mr. PAYNE]? 

The New York Journal of Commerce, eager as it is for Cuban 
relief, is frank enough to say that the item of sugar which shows 
the decrease as above stated, would seem to indicate that the 
sugar tl-u.st has been '' carrying a smaller amount of raw sugar 

than usual at this season-a move that finds explanation in the 
anticipated reduction of duties on Cuban sugar by Congress.'' 

No wonder that 1\Ir. Pepper, in his letter to the Evening Star, 
under date of March 13, says the shipments of sugar from the 
port of Habana amounted in the week then closed to but 6 s.acks 
(1,920 pounds), not enough to keep the sugar refiner busy for 
one minute. · 

Are you so blind that you can not see why this gigantic corpo
ration is carrying so little raw sugar and the purpose it has in 
view? Are you unwilling to believe that the chief beneficiaries 
of this reduction will be the sugar tl·ust, which the gentleman from 
Ohio says opposed the sugar tariff to the bitter end when the 
present schedule of rates was adopted? 

Cuba can produce sugar cheaper than any other country in the 
world. The French Journal of Commerce says the island has a 
capadty of upward of 5,000,000 tons, more than twice the capac
ity of the people of the United States to consume. 

When competition has been stifled, when the production of beet 
sugar has received its final deathblow, who, let me ask you, is 
the master of the trade in this great article of necessary use? The 
company organized for the purpose of refining the raw cane sugar 
of the Tropics. Think you they will not recoup the loss which 
competition and expensive development have made neces ary in 
order to dispose of a promising rival? 

The pathway of the sugar trust is strewn with the wrecks of 
its competitors, and, oh! what a monopoly this company will enjoy 
when a false public sentiment, based upon a false foundation, 
enforces further reduction and gives this company the greatest 
sugar market in all the world for its domination. 

I commend to the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means [Mr. P .A.YNE]. who honors me by his presence, the attitude 
of Congressman McKenna, now a justice of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, who took the same view then that Mr. TAW
NEY and Mr. METCALF, of the committee, take in the present Con
gress. Mr. McKenna, then dissenting from the sugar schedule 
of the McKinley law, said: · 

Protection as understood politically is the clear right of all industries or 
none. The bill (McKinley) in its schedule makes an arbitrary and invidious 
distinction between the sugar industry and other industries. The Repub
lican House of Representatives shonld not set this example. Who can say 
where the contagion will stop? The beet-sugar industry is not only suitable 
to the circumstances of the· country, but of all the range of protected indus
tries not one offers such a. brilliant prospect for good.. Must an indu8try be 
able to supply the home consumption before it is entitled to protection? Pro
tection must be universal, it must be national, or not at all 

Justice McKenna, dissenting from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, thus stated our position, at a time when there was not 
a single beet-sugar factory in the entire State of Michigan, if 
indeed there was one in the United States: We have brought this 
industry into life by republican doctrine. Do you propose to crip
ple it at the very threshold of its development? 

I do not blame the Democratic party for its hostility to the tariff 
in the past. You then had reasons for being hostile. You valued 
slavery then more than manufacturing industry with well-paid 
free labor. From your view that position was necessary before 
the war, when much of your wealth was in slaves and free white 
labor would have caused you trouble; therefore you opposed the 
imposition of a tariff, calculated to diversify the products of the 

. country and make it all that God intended it to be. 
But the South is changing somewhat upon that question, to 

which I am glad to testify. Still, there are not a sufficient number 
who can g~t away from the <?ld prejudices to come out squarely 
for protection, and we are obhged to force prosperity upon them. 
We always believed that our country should' be independent of 
the world, that the protective principle would diversify our prod
ucts, and it has succeeded admirably in so doing. Mr. Chairman, 
we look for little help from the Democracy. For my part, no 
alliance has ever been made or attempted with the Democratic 
party to defeat this measure or to help the position of the minor
ity upon this side. We are protectionists. We believe in the 
doctrine of protection. In that respect you, my friends , are 20 
per cent nearer the Democratic party than we are. [Applause.] 
We believe in the doctrine of protection. I wish you and your 
associates would help us repel this assault. 

This morning while coming to the Capitol with a distinguished 
hold-over Democrat of the Cleveland Administration, who occu
pies one of the most prominent positions in the Government 
service, he said to me, "How are you coming out in your sugar 
fight?" I said to him, "Ihopewewill win. Are you with us?" 
He said, "No, I am not with you." I said, "Why?" He said. 
''I am a free trader, and this bill tends in my direction.'' 

We are protectionists. We are not reconcentrados; we are not 
insurgents; we stand for Republican doctrines; we follow the 
leadership of that arch protectionist, the lamented McKinley. 
We take this occasion to say that it is a poor time for you to 
compromise with the tariff reformers of om· country. They 
have been battering at the walls of protection since hard times 
have disappeared. They ridiculed off the statute books the 
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great measure of protection advocated by William McKinley. 
They drove him from his seat in Congress by misrepresentations. 
Now do not adopt their policy; do not compromise with error. If 
you do, you will have a public sentiment in the country in favor 
of tariff revision which you can not stem or stay until agitation 
has worked havoc with our industries. We would stay it now. 
We would stay it with your help; but we would stay it, if we can, 
without your help. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I said a moment ago that you were throttling 
this industry at the very threshold. I repeat it. Is there a man 
on this floor to-day who will not admit that a reduction in the 
tariff will encourage our rival in the sugar industry? Is there a 
man on this floor who does not know that to pass this law will 
stimulate Cuba in sugar production? If it will not stimulate that 
island why are you passing it? And right here I propose to dis
·sent from the statement of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] yesterday that the consumer pays the tax. If the con
sumer pays the tax, why in heaven's name has not the exporter in 
Cuba sent his product over here to be consumed? He is holding 
it because he knows he will be obliged to pay more to get through 
our custom-house than he will have to pay if your proposition 
goes into effect. . 

And I deny the general principle that the consumer pays the 
tax. That is an old Democratic dogma. It has been worn thread
bare in the campaigns of the past. Let me ask you if we to-day 
put a tariff of a thousand dollars a ton upon steel rails, would the 
price of steel rails to-morrow be a thousand dollars a ton? Non
sense! Such a price would increase production almost without 
limit until the price of rails would fall far below the tariff. I 
deny the proposition that the tariff is added to the cost and has to 
be paid by the consumer. Why, Mr. Chairman, protection is 
based upon the principle that it will enlarge the area of produc
tion. If we enlarge the area of production and multiply the 

-product the price falls and the consumer is benefited. 
Take the article of sugar, for instance. When bounties were 

placed upon sugar in Europe there was very little sugar prpduced. 
In 1840 there was only 1,150,000 tons. In 1900, 8,800,000 tons 
was produced in the world. I ask you whether the p1ice is higher 
to-day than it was when we began to protect sugar? Gradually 
the cost has been reduced. We have increased the volume and we 
have thereby decreased the price, as we did with tin plate. If 
somebody in the Fifty-sixth Congress had proposed to take the 
tariff off tin plate. is there a man on this side of the Chamber who 
would have voted for it? No; .because you have stimulated the 
tin-plate industry of America to a point where to-day we are sup· 
plying all that we consume. [Applause.] 

But the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] said yester
day that there was 450,000 tons of raw sugar now stored in the 
warehouses of Cuba waiting to be exported to this country, and 
I rose for the purpose of asking him who owned the sugar. He 
evaded the question. Who does own the sugar? Let me remind 
him again of the annual report of the American Sugar Refining 
Company, just made public, which shows the amount of raw sugar 
on hand to be much less than last year at this time. 

Now, tell me, gentlemen of the Ways and Means Committee
! will give you the opportunity if you will rise-tell me whether 
the American Sugar Refining Company have not purposely 
avoided buying raw sugar in Cuba to inflame public sentiment in 
that island and public sentiment in America in favor of a reduc
tion of duty? If that is the case, who will be the beneficiary of 
their course? Clearly that company. Are you prepared to do 
this? Are you prepared to thus demonstrate your benevolent in
terest in the sugar trust, whose principal owner says he knows 
nothing about ethics, and if it costs money to destroy competi
tion he will make it up later by increasing the price? 

Mr . . UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman allowme to ask him 
a que tion? 

Mr. Wl\1 . .ALDEN SMITH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman says that he is opposed 

to this bill, because the benefit would go to the sugar trust. I 
will ask the gentleman if he will stand with us and reduce the 
differential duty that the trust gets? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does the gentleman favor taking 
the duty off refined sugar of the world? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iwillsaythatif anamendmentisoffered 
that I think is germane--

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman is a member of the 
Committee on Rules and an able parliamenta1ian. Do you be
lieve that would be germane? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I believe that one can be prepared that 
will be germane, 

.And now I ask the gentleman to answer my question. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I will answer the gentleman by 

askiJlg him this question: Do you believe that an amendment is 
germane to take the duty off refined sugar of the world? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I believe that an amendment proposing 
to take off the duty on refined sugar coming f1·om Cuba, or other 
parts of the world through Cuba, is germane. 

Mr. WM . .ALDEN SMITH. There is not an ounce of refined 
sugar that comes from Cuba. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If you want to raise the question you can 
do it in that way. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I will cross that bridge when I 
get to it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman wants to stiike at the 
differential duty, it could be accomplished in that way. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I will not say to the consumer of 
sugar in America that we are going to do him any good by tak
ing the duty off refined sugar from Cuba when there is no sugar 
refined on that island. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWDOD. Will the gentleman stand on the propo
sition that he will not strike at the duty that the trust gets, when 
he pretends here that we are legislating for the trust? I will ask 
the gentleman to answer that question. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Not if I believe it to be germane. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have just stated that a motion to strike 

the differential off the duty on refined sugar that comes fi·om 
Cuba, no matter where it is imported from into Cuba, coming 
from Cuban ports, would be in order. 

Mr. WM . .ALDEN SMITH. I do not know a single agent of 
the Ame1ican Sugar Refining Company in the world. I do not 
know whether there is one in the galleries of this House now or 
not; but if he were in the gallery and heard the proposition of 
the gentleman fi·om Alabama, he must have an expansive smile 
upon his face equal to that of the gentleman fi·om Alabama, in 
his pleasantest mood [laughter and applause on the Republican 
side] , because the gentleman knows that that would not affect 
the sugar trust at all, and·would not avail us anything. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think you can reach the trust in that 
way. 

Mr. WM . .ALDEN SMITH. Will you give your indorsement 
to that proposition? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If it comes from Cuba I certainly should. 
Will the gentleman vote for that? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I will state to the gentleman from 
Michigan that there are some Democrats who will vote for it. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If I believed it parliamentary, I 
might do so. 

:Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think you will have that opportunity. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I shall watch the gentleman's 

vote with a great deal of interest. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. And Iwilldothesame bythe gentleman 

from Michigan. [Laughter.] 
Mr. WM . .ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, my friends of the 

Ways and Means Committee are exceedingly solicitous about the 
conditions of the island of Cuba. I know something about the 
conditions of the island from personal observation. I was there · 
during reciprocity ten years ago. I was upon the great sugar 
plantations of Cuba when prosperity was at its height. 

When I 1·eturned I had the proud pleasure of an hour's inter
view with Mr. Blaine, the author of our reciprocity treaties. I 
believe in reciprocity to-day, but I believe in the reciprocity that 
does not involve the surrender of the p1inciple of protection. 

I again visited Cuba just after the Maine went down. I know 
something of the suffe1ing of those people. I saw the recon
centrado in his camp. I saw the farmers herded upon the Los 
Focos in Habana and fed like animals. I saw in one ward of the 
city of Habana more than 8,000 orphan children, many with the 
marks of the machete upon their heads; and I saw people starving 
to death by the thousands. Fifteen people died in one day in the 
doorway of the governor of Matanzas. I saw. little children in 
the last stages of starvation, swollen to such proportion that they 
looked more like animals than human beings. I sympathized 
with Cuba then, and I am interested in her to-day. I would do 
for her more than the gentleman from New York offers to do by 
this bill. 

Let us see about her condition. Cuba is in a• transition peliod. 
She is passing from military rule to independence, and yet she 
shows an increase in her export trade of 40 per cent this year. 
Why doeS' she need our sympathy? The balanc~of trade is in 
her favor over $4,000,000. She is in healthful condition; there is 
no distress in the island. Labor is all employed at wages better 
than are paid to the farm hands of om· own country. Their sugar 
output is at its highest point. Would they have increased this 
output had they not been in a pro perous condition? What caused 
the increase? Why, the Ame1ican planters who have gone in and 
made their investments , the H:wemeyers, the Atkinses, men of 
enterprise and intelligence who have gone down there for that 
purpose. 
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I ask you whether this is inimical to om· sugar producer? I ask 

you if it does not threaten his existence? Cuba is the richest spot 
in the world. 1t can produce more sugar than any similar area. 
She has a capacity so great that the sugar producer of America 
must give up the moment you strike down the barrier. Only 
one-tenth of the land of Cuba is under cultivation. 

I know it will be urged that the American sugaJ.· manufactuTer 
might better take this small cut, which will not affect the price 
of ugar one way or the other, rather than run the chances of 
annexation. 

But in answer to that argument I desire to say that the question 
of the annexation of Cuba has no terror for the American sugar 
manufacturer. You throw around that island the strong arm of 
our Government, make it a part of our territory, guarantee .to it 
the same stability that is guaranteed to every State in the Union, 
and the island of Cuba will soon be populated by ten million 
people. Industry will be diversified and resources developed. in
stead of being merely the producers of sugar the island will be 
a hive of multiplied industry, the land that now produces sugar 
cane at a small profit will at that time produce garden stuffs, 
cereals, and fruit to supply the tremendous demand -of her in
creased population. 

While Cuba may become a competitor in other fields of indus
try, the standard of her citizenship would be immediately raised; 
her ambition, hopes, and expectations would be confined only to 
the limitations of the National Union. [Applause.] 

Her people would go into the forests, virgin and illimitable. 
The labor that annexation would drive to Cuba would force the 
owners of land to cut it up into small farms, to be used in the pro
duction of cereals, vegetables, and fruits, profitable at their own 
doors. 

So! my friends, we are not terrorized by annexation. But we 
want responsibility to precede bounty. 
If you will but encourage the farmers of the West to go on 

growing beets for the manufacture of sugar, you will do for 
future generations incalculable good; you will diversify the prod
ucts of the farm in such a way as to bring the price of agricul
turallands to the maximum value. 

Mr. Chairman, in the State of Michigan we have 20,000 farmers 
raising sugar beets. They are under contract; they are getting 
a fair price. Curtail sugar production in America, put a pre
mium upon the business of their rivals, and you instantly cast a 
gloom over the beet producers. Michigan has a great interest in 
this que tion. Michigan believes in the policy of the Repub
lican party. Michigan was the birthplace of the Republican 
party and has never withheld her electoral vote from our candi
date . and our delegation refuses to stand by the grave of a single 
unredeemed promise of that party. [Applause.] We believe in 
keeping promises inviolate. 

There are men in this gallery who put their money into the 
sugar industry of Michigan pleading for protection. There is not 
a drop of water in the capitalization of the sugar-beet industry of 
:Michigan. Every dollar invested is bona fide. Do not drive them 
from this industry by inadequate protection. 

We can at least keep our party pledges. We can at least do 
what we promitJed the country to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. 

Mr. BISHOP. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have thirty minutes more. 

Mr. LANDIS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed to conclude his remarks. -

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman n·om Michigan [Mr. 
BISHOP] asks that his colleague be permitted to proceed for thirty 
minutes. The gentleman from Indiana amends by asking that 
the gentleman from Michigan may be permitted to conclude his 
remarks. Is there objection to the latter request? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, if we will keep 

this protection on, if we will not disturb the sugar industry, it 
will soon requil·e 3,7 8,540 acres of farm land to produce the beets 
which are required for sugar making. It will give to the farmer 
$98,000 000 a year for the crop, and the invested capital will 
aggregate, if it does not exceed, '745,000,000. The consumer will 
very soon get the benefit of it. 

Give the same measure of protection to the sugar industry of 
our country that you did to tin, and you will have a product here 
so large that we can supply the American market for future gen
erations and keep at home the vast sums of money which we have 
formerly sent abroad. . · 

But I hear people say that the Platt amendment is in the way 
of Cuban development. I deny it. I have examined the Platt 
amendment with great care. There is not a line of it which pre
vents Cuba from making trade arrangements with any country 
in th6 world with whom she ever did a dollar's worth of business. 

If I am wrong, I ask some member of the Ways and Means Com
mittee to rise and tell me wherein I err. There is not a line of 
that law which deprives Cuba of a single market she ever enjoyed 
before the amendment was passed. Indeed, she is privileged to 
go into the markets of the world. She is there now. Spain is 
one of her patrons. What we did say in the Platt amendment 
was that she should make no treaties which should involve her 
sovereignty-a vastly different proposition. 

Cuba will be free soon, as free as the laws of our country and 
the Monroe doctrine will permit her to be. But, Mr. Chairman, 
it is false to say that we are depriving her of any great advantage 
in the world's market. I deny it. I hul'l it back as an untruth. 
It will not stand the test of verity here nor in any legal forum of 
our country. It is not true. Our Government has done nothing 
to limit her rights abroad. But the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
LONG] and others will ,say our national honor is involved. When 
did we guarantee the prosperity of Cuba? When will our responsi
bility end? National honor! Read the platform of our party. 
Read the text-book issued by the Republican campaign commit
tee of 1900 where they distinctly say to the farmer of America 
that he need not fear that the Republican party would permit the 
cheap labor and the cheap sugar of any tropical territory to be 
brought in in a manner which would destroy the infant industry 
of beet-sugar production in the United States which the farmerc:. 
of the United States have, under the fostering care of the Repub
lican party~ protected and brought into life. [Applause.] 

Here your national honor is involved. Guard it well. 
We are not insurgents; we are the regular protectionists of 

our party. We stand upon our platform; we stand upon our 
principles; we are consistent; we are guided bythepast,and·look 
forward to the future with bright hopes and anticipations; we 
adhere to the party policy. 

You are departing from it to give her a little boon for sixteen 
months, chaining her hand and foot while you feed her gruel 
from a spoon for a brief period of infancy. Why do you not give 
her better advice? Suppose that advice had been given to our 
country in its early history. What think you Washington, Jef
ferson, and Hamilton would have said? They would have said, 
•' Our possibilities are greater than that." They would have said, 
as they did say, " Protection will develop and multiply the indus
tries and resources of America.'' Protection would develop and 
multiply the industries and resources of Cuba. Do you wanther 
independent? Give her a fair policy. Do you want her to pros
pet? Do not chain her hands. Do you want her to be truly 
independent, or are you preparing her for statehood in the Union? 

Mr. Chairman, the greatest political wisdom that our country 
has ever received was gathered from the West India Islands, the 
birthplace of Alexander Hamilton, who first gave effect and form 
to the policy of protection; whose wisdom should still rule us, 
and should be ever present in our deliberations. Give th~m the 
advice which Hamilton gave to us and you will make Cuba truly 
great and truly independent. 

I long to see Cuba rich and prosperous; I long to see her inde
pendent. I want her proud company in the family of nations. 
But if you make her a carrier of water and a hewer of wood; if 
you confine her development to a single industry, you make Cuba 
a dependent people. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I can not bring my argument to a close un
til I emphasize my entire dissent from the growing tendency of 
the people, now in the very height of their prosperity, to again at
tempt the reformation of the tariff. 

Our factories are now humming with the rattle of busy looms. 
Our forges glow with fmnace fires. The ports of our commerce 
stir with the pulses of enlarged trade, and improvements in city, 
town, and hamlet are adding to the beauty and utility of the land. 

Is it not strange indeed that so short a time has elapsed between 
the abject poverty of our people and the unrivaled prosperity of 
the present? And yet there are people and journals urging 
that the time is now ripe for a gene1·al revision of the tariff. They 
hold that the organization of trusts is the natural outgrowth of 
protected industry. There never was a more fallacious and false 
statement made by men of wisdom and discernment. 

Mr. Havemeyer said before the Industrial Commission that the 
tariff was the mother of trustN. If that be so, tell me how it hap
pens that free-trade England has more trusts within her Empire 
than America with all its protection. [Applause on Republican 
side.] 

I do not believe that the gigantic corporations now massing 
their wealth into single industries need protection for their stock
holders. Indeed, I am almo t of the opinion that they possibly 
might be better off without it. 

I do not stand in this honored place as the representative of any 
of these corporations. I stand here to plead for the preservation 
of the American wage scale in the interest of the happy home of 
the toiling millions of our laborers. 



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. APRIL 9, 

Yon strike down the tariff upon iron and steel and the inter
national trust, with headquarters in London, will supply the 
product of steel and iron to the world. 

Which scale of wages think you will be the measure of remun
eration given to the labor of that trust ?-the American scale or 
the European scale? 

For the preservation of the American scale I stand here to 
defend the tariff against its false friends. The laborer is the 
principal beneficiary of our policy. He has no capital except the 
willingness to labor; that he may use his capital to the best 
possible advantage, that he may patronize his fellows in other 
walks of life, that he may educate his children, acquire his own 
h'ome, humble though it may be, that he may enjoy the comforts, 
and, indeed, some of the luxuries of life, is the only apology I 
make for holding unflinchingly to our great protection policy. 
[Applause.] 

I have heard it stated that the leaders in this House and in the 
Senate desire to enter the coming Congressional campaign with 
a united party. So do I. Yon can unite your party for Repub
lican principles; yon can unite it for a sound cuiTency; you can 
unite it for a protective tariff; yon can strike it in twain by half
hearted devotion to either principle. [Applause.] 

I have no patience with the desire upon the part of the false 
friends of protection who are constantly parading the volume of 
our foreign commerce. l\fnch as I value it when it comes with
out the surrender of our domestic market, still it is as a d.I·op of 
water in the great ocean when compared to the fabulous market 
at our own door. 

The grand total of our industrial output amounts to over $20,-
600,000,000 in the year just closed. What proportion of this vast 
volume of our annual vitalized energy finds expression in the 
export trade of the United States? Barely 1,400,000,000 worth 
of the products of agriculture, mining, and manufactures. 

While it is well to have foreign trade we must never neglect 
for one moment the cultivation and maintenance of our larger 
and greater and more important domestic market. [Applause.] 

The prosperity of all the people of our own country must 
be the object of our undivided solicitude. It is for this that 
our battle in this instance has been waged. It is for this 
that we temporarily part company upon the wisdom of this 
measm·e. 

Keep the tariff on in the interest not of capital alone, but of 
labor. I plead for the interest of the laboring man. His capital 
is the muscle of his strong right arm. He must use his capital on 
the instant or never use it at all. The merchant who has no cus
tomer for his wares can store them upon his shelves. The manu
facturer may carry his products for a month or for a year, but 
the laborer can not store his wares. He must sell his time upon 
the instant or never sell it at all. All things else in natm·e, except 
time, are yielding to the genius of man. Death can no longer 
silence the voice, for the living tones may be preserved in the 
phonograph. 

The old saying that '' the mill will never grind with the water 
that has passed ' ' must be dropped n·om the list of aphorisms, for the 
wonderful progress of electrical science has enabled us to stand by 
the side of the cataract, gather the power of the falling water, 
store that power, send it across the ocean, and a year later turn 
a wheel with the force thus appropriated and preserved. But 
neither God nor man can stay the course of time-. Time stands 
by the dial of the universe, and as the minutes are ticked off he 
gives them to those who grasp them; but left unclaimed they pass 
unused, unb'nitful, unyielding into the night of the unreturning 
past. Because labor is thus helpless it is the first to feel the effect 
of a reduction of values and the last to get the benefit of an in
flation. Lower tariffs will flood this market with imported goods, 
and down will go the price of labor as falls the mercury on a 
winter morning. 

:Mr. Chairman, I protest against a revision of the tariff. I pro
test against the demoralization of our present business prosperity. 
I protest against the retm'll to a period of certain depression. 
Prosperity is now upon every hand. Labor is happy with his 
task to perform; capital is um·estrained in its quest for new 
ventures. 

Gentlemen upon this side the chamber,you would unite us; we 
would gladly join you. But I ask yon to go to the sacred archives 
of the Republican party, take out the banner of protection so 
often carried to success on fields of political contrm ersy, wave it 
proudly above your heads as the signal to fall in; lead on; lead on; 
and we will follow you. [Applause.] 

The leaders of the ancients used to be so solicitous about their 
followers that they carried urns upon their shoulders burning 
with perpetual fire. By day the smoke could be seen and they 
knew where the leaders were. By night they could see the flame 
and were kept in the true cour e. Gentlemen upon this side; 
leaders, if you please; light up the urn of political wisdom. illu
minate the principles of Hamilton, of Lincoln, and McKinley, and 

we upon this side will follow you. Lead on! Your destiny shall 
be our destiny, and united we go to certain victory. [Prolonged 
and long-continued applausa.] · 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Chairman, for the first time since I became 
a member of this body I find myself opposed to a large number 
of Republican Representatives, and to soP.:.e of the leading mem
bers of that party, on a measure of general public concern. Under 
these circumstances it is proper that I should give to the House 
the grounds of that opposit ion. 

I know that our situation in relation to Cuba is difficult and 
perplexing, and I am ready to admit, and admit freely , that as to 
the measm·es by which that situation should be met men may 
differ widely and differ honestly and honorably. 

It is well to review briefly the history of this measure as it has 
developed and is now presented. All of us know the literary 
campaign which has baen made with great vigor and pe1·si tence 
from the beginning of this session. In the month of Da~ember 
and January there was scarcely a day when members did not find 
in their mail pamphlets and other forms of printed matter setting 
forth the conditions of distress which it was claimed existed in 
Cuba, contending that we were under obligations of duty and 
honor and also of self-interest to do omething to relieve these 
conditions, and pointing out a method by which tho e obligations 
could and should be discharged. 

There was such a uniformity in the method proposed, namely, 
by an agreement between our Government and that of Cuba about 
to 8e organized and put into operation, of which the principal 
factor was a reduction in duties on the products of Cuba, of which 
sugar and tobacco and cigars are the principal ones, coming into 
the United States and a corresponding reduction by Cuba on our 
products going there, as to arouse a suspicion in some that there 
was something more beside humanity and philanthropy and 
patriotism behind this literary propaganda, and that pe1·haps it 
was being carried on by certain selfish and sordid interests; and 
we did not have far to go to guess which was the chief and fore
most of such interests. 

This constant and widespread agitation was arousing in the 
country a sentiment that something must be done for Cuba. The 
cry was, Do something for Cuba. And there appeared here in 
Washington representatives of those interests which might be af
fected by the proposed legislation, some advocating it, others op
posing any action. 

Recognizing this growing sentiment, and also prompted by cer
tain suggestions contained in the message of the President, and 
the report of the Secretary of War, the great committee of the 
House-the Committee on Ways and Means-very properly, as I 
think, determined to hear from the various conflicting interests, 
and to gather, as far as possible, from all available and reliable 
sources the existing facts, so that they might intelligently deal 
with the questions presented. The result of those hearings is be
fore us in a printed volume of more than 700 pages, which I hope 
by this time is more or less familiar to the members of the 
House. 

From the facts developed by that investigation these questions 
arise: First1 are the conditions in Cuba such that any concession 
from us, or agreement between us and them, if gentlemen prefer 
to put it that way, is needed; second, if such concession or agree
ment is needed, shall it be made, and third, how shall it be 
made? 

Those claiming that such concession or agreement should be 
made do so on the ground, first, that it is absolutely necessary; 
that unless it is made universal bankruptcy and anarchy will be
fore long prevail in Cuba· second, that we are bound in honor 
and good faith to make it by reason of the relations between us 
and Cuba which have grown out of the war, 3,nd particularly the 
Platt amendment, and third, that it should be done because of 
the advantages which will come to the United States by reason 
of the increased trade and consequent commercial benefit which 
will result. 

I shall not allude to the tobacco industry in Cuba. It seems to 
be conceded on all hands that this is in a fiomishing and prosper- ~ 
ous condition and likely to remain so. I shall speak only of the 
sugar situation, for I look upon this as a suga.r question only. 

For my part I am not at all satisfied that such an agreement or 
concession is necessary for the welfare of Cuba. The evidence 
shows that there is no disti·ess now in Cuba. Everybody is em
ployed, and at higher wages than are paid in the same industry 
in Louisiana. Note what Colonel Bliss says: 

I have not spoken of distress except to deny that any existed, so far tl.S I 
know. It is a long time since I have seen anyone beggmg on the streets or 
anyone who wanted work who was not at work at good wages. 

We were told that relief must come by the 1st of February, and 
certainly by the end of that month, or else universal ruin and 
bankruptcy would prevail and anarchy would reign; and yet the 
1st of April has come and gone and still Cuba is prosperous and 
her industries are going on; no distress, no bankruptcy 1 no ruin. 
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And all of us have 1·ead from the correspondent of the Washing
ton Star, an ardent advocate of concession or agreement, that

Things have been exaggerated, that nobody is starving in Cuba to-day or 
need starve, nor need anybody starve next year. 

The chief distress from which they seem to be suffering is the 
exaction by the Spanish usurers of from 10 to 25 per cent interest 
on the money they bOITOW upon which to do business, and if any 
benefit should go to anybody save the sugar trust from this meas
ure it would in all probability be principally to these Spanish shy
locks. The whole argument of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PAYNE] was based on the assumption that it costs 2 cents a 
pound to produce sugar in Cuba, and yet the most reliable testi
mony, as I think-that of Mr. Saylor-was to the effect that it 
could be produced at a cost of a cent and a half per pound. This 
gentleman investigated the conditions there in 1898-9~ and he is 
a man in every way qualified to speak, and his conclusion was that 
it could be produced at that cost. He was asked if the increased 
cost of labor sincethen would not make it more now, and he said 
he thought not; that while their labor had advanced in wages. the 
improved conditions in the country and their better organization 
and machinery would make up for that, and that he thought one 
would about offset the other. The gentleman from New York 
stated that sugar was to-day worth about 1.81 in Cuba and had 
been for some time. If that is true, and sugar can be produced 
there for a cent and a half, the Cuban would now make a profit of 
31 cents a hundl·ed pounds-a pretty fair profit. I have no doubt 
any newly organized beet factory one or two years old would be 
satisfied with that profit. 

Nor am I satisfied that we are bound by any moral obligation 
growing out of the war or the Platt amendment to make this 
agreement. We have given to Cuba that for which her people 
made a heroic struggle and endured untold misery and hardship
liberty and freedom from the Spanish yoke. For this we have 
spent hundreds of millions and have given thousands of noble 
lives. We have relieved her of millions of dollars annually in 
taxes to Spain and from a bonded indebtedness of hundreds of 
millions which Spain would have put upon her. We have re
stored order where chaos reigned. We have established govern
ment and administered it with an honesty and efficiency which 
will serve as an example and model and guide to the new repub
lic. We fotmd her the home of disease and death. We will leave 
her the abiding place of health and pleasure and beautv. 

But they say we-have deprived her of her markets, destroyed her 
industries, and, by the Platt amendment, tied her hands so that 
she can not negotiate and establish favorable commercial agree
ments. We have done no such thing. We have always been 
Cuba's best market-practically her only market for sugar-and 
we are to-day her best market, and her only sugar market. There 
is scarcely to be found a parallel for her industrial, especially her 
agricultural, revival since the war. Let anyone examine her 
sugar production-in 1897 something more than 200,000 tons, this 
year 850,000 tons. Peace and plenty are on every hand. Let 
anyone examine the Platt amendment. The benefit is theirs, the 
b-.rrden is ours. There is no control whatever over her commercial 
treaties and agreements. There is no control over her at all. save 
that she shall not endanger her independence or contract debts 
she can not discharge. 

It is also claimed that we have promised to establish and main
tain a stable government, and that without commercial pros
perity this can not be done, and that therefore we must establish 
and maintain commercial prosperity. We undertook to pacify 
the island and pledged ourselves when that was completed to 
leave Cuba and its government to the people of Cuba. By the 
Platt amendment we reserved the right to intervene to preserve 
her independence. Nowhere have we agreed to guarantee com
mercial prosperity or a stable government. We do not make any 
such guaranty to any State in the Union, and ought not to. 
Sm·ely we could make none such to a foreign country. 

It is also claimed that the relationship of guardian and ward 
~as existed between us, and from that has sprung this moral 
obligation. As guardians we were bound to a faithful, honest, 
and diligent adlninistration of the estate. This we have given. 
As I have shown, we found that estate heavily encumbered and 
in a condition of utter wreck. We have put it in order and 
cleared off every incumbrance and are ready to turn it over to 
the ward a magnificent inheritance. With this we are ready to 
send him on his way rejoicing. · 

It would seem, then, that we have in the fullest measure dis
charged every obligation to Cuba, and that when next month 
we tm·n the island over to her people we will exhibit to the world 
an example of faithfulness and generosity which finds no parallel 
in recorded history. 

But be all this as it may, I for one am willing, if there is any 
question about it, to do more. Let us admit, for the sake of the 
argument, that we are in honor bound to relieve her from pres
ent embarrassments, if any such exist, and let us admit, for the 
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sake of the argument, that such embarrassments do exist. Let 
us also adlnit that we can and will secure advantages in trade 
which will be of value to the United States. I am not willing to 
extend that relief and secure these advantages in such a way as to 
injure or destroy one of our own industries, or to violate the 
promises we have made to our own people. And this brings me 
to the proposition now under consideration. 

The Republican members of the Ways and Means Committee 
after the hearings asked for a conference of Republican members 
of the House and sought advice upon a measure which they had 
not all agreed upon, but which was the proposition commending 
itself lmder all the circumstances to more of the members of the 
committee than any other proposition. In the fewest words it 
was this, that we should enter into an agreement with Cuba by 
which we should grant to Cuba a reduction of 20 per cent in our 
tariff rates on articles coming from Cuba in consideration of equal 
concessions to us on articles going from the United States to Cuba, 
and also upon the condition that they should enact our immigra
tion and exclusion laws. After repeated conferences and long 
discussion this proposition was found to be unsatisfactory to a 
majority of the Republicans, and f:iO it has been modified and has 
taken the shape in which it is now presented. The modification 
is that the agreement and its operation shall extend only to the 
1st of December, 1903. 

I was opposed to the original proposition. I am opposed to the 
modified proposition, and I think I shall be able to show before I 
conclude that it is worse than the original one. 

Let us first consider the original proposition. I was opposed 
to the proposition. First, because I do not believe it would ac
complish the object sought to be accomplished. 

If the evidence before the committee on behalf of those favor
ing tariff reduction is worth anything the amount of reduction 
proposed is entirely insufficient, and if I understood the gentle
man f1·om New York [Mr. McCLELLAN] correctly on yesterday 
that was the burden of his argument. With one accord the wit
nesses testified that nothing less than 50 per cent would do at all, 
and some of them thought that free sugar alone would be satis
factory. In this view, as to the 50 per cent, General Wood, in his 
letters and interviews, has concurred~ and Mr. Palma, the presi
dent-elect of Cuba, in an interview, which has probably been sent 
to every member of this House, used these words: 

It is impossible to improve the bad condition of our principal staple-sugar
by reducing the Amer1ean duty only one-third. In that way the problem 
will not be solved at all The clamor for further reduction will continue. 
* * * Therefore it is absolutely necessary that the concessions should 
reach 50 per cent of the actual duties, so as to give the producer a reasonable 
gain. 

Now, if this be true, not only will this reduction fail to re
lieve Cuba, but it will only serve to continue the agitation and 
will thus, as I shall show further on. discourage and retard, if it 
does not entirely arrest, the further development of an important 
American industry. 

But a reduction of duties, whether great or small, will fail of 
its object, because it will not inure to the benefit of the Cuban 
planter, but will in all reasonable probability be absorbed in 
whole or in part by the American sugar refiners, or what is com· 
manly known as the '' sugar trust.'' 

Whenever any legislation involving the sugar schedule of our 
tariff laws is proposed, at once the forbidding and overshadowing 
form of this colossal combination appears. And it is no mere 
specter or creature of the imagination conjured up by those wh() 
know its power and fear its evil influence, but is a real, substan
tial, and potential presence. And it must be .considered and 
reckoned with. That the American refiners are practically one 
body crops out everywhere in the testimony. I call attention-to 
the testimony of Mr. Armstrong, a sugar broker of New York, 
and who is therefore cei-tainly acquainted with the facts as to 
this. On page 78 of the hearings he testifies as follows: 

The CH.A.Illli.A.N. Is it not a fact that during the past three years the mar
gin between the raw sugar and refined sugar ha-a been mucli smaller than 
during the two or three years preceding-/ For instance, before 1897 was it 
not a cent and a quarter, and since 1897 has it not been reduced to fifty-one 
one-hundredths, say last summer? 

Mr. A.RliSTRONG. That is owing to conditions, which I will have to exJ?lain 
to you. Before 1897 there were times when it was lt, and there were times 
when it was even more, but probably it averaged about a cent. Something 
over a year or two years ago there were one or two independent refineries 
built, and war broke out between the sugar trust and the independent refin
eries and the tru..«t broke down rates to a very low point for the sake of 
knocking out those one or two refineries, and when tliat was accomplished 
prices advanced again, and when you take the average of all that time you 
get the fifty-one one-hundredths. 

The CHAIRMAN. They have Jmocked out the independent factories in the 
last two or three years? 

Mr. A.R){STRONG. Yes, sir; they bought them out. 
The CHAIRldAN. They bought them all out except Arbuckle? ~ 
Mr. ARllsTROXG. There is the National Refining Company, whicil. suffered 

with the others. I believe now they operate together. 
The CH.AIRM.A~.'''· They all operate together now, so the only regulator of 

the refined sugar is the beet sugar interests? ~ 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. Yes, sir. 

But if anyone still doubts this, I also invite his attention to the 



"3906 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. AP~IL 9, 

statement of Mr. Havemeyer before the Industrial Commission in 
the testimony before the committee. 

Again, I call the attention of members to a table on page 518 of 
the hearings. By this table it is shown that in the year 1901. Cuba 
sold in the American market 500,409 tons of sugar and m the 
markets of all other countries but 73 tons. Besides, the testimony 
shows that by reason of export bounties and the cartels which 
prevail in the sugar-producing_ countries of Ell!ope the European 
sugar producer is able to sell hiS surplus; that ~ , what he has left 
after supplying his own country-and he has his own market pre
served to him by absolutely prohibitive duties-below the ~ost ~f 
production, and therefore the Cuban has nowhere to go with hiS 
sugar except to Ameri?3'. . . 

Again I call attention to the testrmony of Mr. Atkins at the 
bottom ~f page 1 and the top of page 2 of the hearings. He there 
states that there is in the world to-day more than 1,500,000 tons of 
sugar over and above the world's consumption. In other words, 
a supply in excess of the demand of more than 1,500,000 tons. 

Now what do these facts prove? The Cuban has an article to 
sell of ~hich the world's supply is largely, enormously in excess 
of the demand. He has but one market-the American market
in which to sell that article. Suppose in that one market there 
were a dozen buyers, is it necessary to make any argument _to 
show that, within wide limits, those buyers would be able to di_c
tate prices. Could not those buyers say to the Cubans, we will 
pay so much for your sugar, and if you will not take that, why we 
can and will go to Germany or FI-ance and buy what we need? 
It surely can need no argument to show that this would be the 
situation. 

But when we go a step further and suppose that in that one 
market there is practically one buyer, and that o?e buyer the 
sugar trust will members ask themselves the question what the 
result would be then? Will not this buyer be able to absorb this 
I'eduction in duty, and if he can ab~orb i~ will he do it? Is this 
great combination actuated by consideratiOns of benevolence, or 
morality , or humanity, or philanthr?py? If thei:e is any member 
who is so-I was about to say foolish, but I will say credulous 
and charitable as to believe that, I again invite his attention to 
the statement of the head of that combination before the Indus
trial Commission. And if it is not actuated by these considera
tions what consideration is left? There can be but one-its own 
profit and gain. And how will it rea;p that p~ofit except by tak-
ing to itself the whole or a part of t_?is re~uction? . 

But aside from these general considerations we have the highest 
authority in this Ho_use-none other than the .Ways and Means 
Committee-for statmg that the sugar trust Will absorb and ap
propriate to its own profit the reduction in duties. And I have _no 
doubt if the tables were turned and these gentlemen stood With 
me on this proposition they would be making the same arg:ument 
I am making. Here is a repo~t made fro~ that C<?lrr!ll~ttee, a 
unanimous report of the maJonty, a Republican maJOrity, com
posed largely, almost entirely, of the same members who compose 
it now. This report was made on the 26th of May, 1900, by the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] , but he is 
no more to be held responsible for it than are the other members 
for whom he spoke. It was made upon a resolution o~~red by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH.A.RDSO~], proVIding for the 
admission free of duty of sugar from Porto Rico and Cuba. I 
read from that report: 

Following that abortive effort comes this reSDlution, and if this resolution 
should pass it would place upon the free list the molasses and ~gar hereafter 
to be imported into the United States from C"!lba ~nd Porto Rico. T~e pres
ent product of Porto Rico amounts to sometbmg like 60,!XXJ tons for thiS ye~r, 
and would not be a very considerable sum of money, but when there ISm
oluded in this proposed addition to the free list of the countJ.·y the product 
of Cuba. the item becomes an enormous one. . 

Following is a table of the imports of _molasses and sugar_ dutiab~e fro!ll 
those two places, and the entire importatiOns from all countries classified m 
proper order: 

Imp01·ts of molasses and suga1·, dutiable, yea1· e-nded June SO, 1899. 

Total, United States. Cuba and Porto Rico. 
Articles. 

___________ 
1
_Q_na_n_ti_·t_ie_s_.l Value. Quantities. Value. 

Mola.c;.c:;es ___ . ___ . __ __ gallons._ 5,806,2-56 $789,084 5, 077, 70S $390,399 

Sugar, not above No 16 Dutch 
standard: 

~:~~~~~~==~~------~O~~== 2, m:~:~~ li3:m:~ -776:348;00>· is~OOi,m 
Sugar, above No. 16 Dutch 

159 standard ___ _______ pounds.. 62,'745,763 1,692,951 5,427 

TotaL ........ : .. do .... . 3,517,950,689 77,676,437 j 770,351,427 18,007,932 

Cuba and Porto Rico furnished 24..5 par cent of the total importations of 
cane sugar imported in quantity, and 31.1 per cent in value. 

The s.vera.ge rate of duty on cane sugars not abo\e No. 16 Dutch standard 
was equivalent to 74-.31 per cent ad valorem, and the total a~ou~t of duties 
collected on such sugar imported from Cuba and Porto Rwo m the year 
ended June 30, 1 99,was $14,010,366.11. The average rate of duty on sugar 

above No. 16 Dutch standard was equivalent to 75.7 per cent ad valorem0,nd 
the to~'l.l amount of duty on such sugar imported from Cuba and Porto .H.lCO 
in that year was $120.36. $14,010,366.11 + 120.36=$14.010 486.47, the value of ¥1'· 
Richardson's propose~ yearly gift to _the sug_ar ?·ust, calculated on the rm
portations of 1899 which of course, will steadily mcre~efrom year to year. 

By this it will be seen that • Cuba and Porto Rico furnished 24..5 per cent 
of the total importations of cane su~~r imported, and 31.1 per cent in value," 
and that to now place these commooities upon the free list. of the coun~ry 
would, if the same aml?un~ of su!Sar and molasses sh9uld be 1mport~d dunng 
the current year begmmng Jn1y 1, 1~, an<;l rnnnmg forwar<;I, g1ve to the 
importers of sn~ar and molasses something like $14,000,000. ThiS would be a 
free gift from the people of the country, and measures ~be value.of the pro
posed yearly gift to the sugar trust calculated on the rmportatwns of 1899, 
which of coru·se, will steadily increase from year to year. 

The~e is probably no commercial org~nization 9r tJ.·ust w?-th a more t!J.or
ougbly well-organized a.nd ~lf-defendmg ca~amty than 1S the .Amencan 
Sugar RefiningComP.a.ny,and1t must be borne m mmd tba.ttbe~·eu; nosugar 
refined in Cuba or 1f any only the merest trace or small quantity, and that 
all cane suga,r u'nrefined that comes from. that country, or. substantially all 
of it is received and refined by the American Sugar Refining Company or, 
perhaps, one of the kindl·ed organizations, which were sta~ed. by the great 
manager of that company to be "under the same umbrella' w1th the sugar 
trust. 

In other words, if sugar were allowed to come in free from 
Cuba the sugar trust would absorb the whole reduction. Now, 
if with free sugar from Cuba the sugar trust could take to itself 
the whole benefit, is it possible to escape the conclusion that they 
could absorb a 20 per cent reduction? 

But there is other evidence of absorption bythis combination of 
at least a part of the benefits which were intended for others. 

Here is a table on page 578 of the hearings, prepared by the 
statistician of the Agricultural Department, which gives the aver
age wholesale prices per pound during the year ending June 30, 
1901 the last fiscal year, of sugar free on board at the port of 
ship~ent in Germany, Porto Rico, Cuba, and the Hawaiian 
Islands. These prices are as follows: 

Suga.r not above No. 16 Dutch standard (raw suga1·). 
Cents. 

§~ ~~!¥.~:2~: ~ ~ ~ ~: ~ ~ ~: ~: ~:~: ~: ~:: ~ :: ~: ~ ~ ~: ~ ~ ~: ~ ~ ~: ~ ~ :::::::: !: ! 
I have also here a statement from the Treasury Department 

showing that the raw sugar imported from Germany during that 
year was practically all 88° rendement, or 94-t o by the polariscope. 
I have also a statement from the same source showing all the 
sugar imported from Porto Rico during that year the different 
de{ITees and the number of pounds of each degree, and the 
prices. 'A calculation shows that the average was 92to, and the 
average price, as above, 3.4 cents per pound. I have not been 
able to get a similar statement as to Cuba, but I have been: able 
to get statements which go to show that Cuban sugar has a hi~ her 
average a little above 95°, The speech of the gentleman from 
Kansas '[Mr. Lmm] before the Republican conference show~ that 
it averaged in the month of January, 1902, more than 2-to h1gher 
than P01;to Rican sugar. 

I have also a statement from the same source that. the average 
polariscopic test of the sugar import.ed from Hawaii to San Fran
cisco was 96.7°. This is perhaps too high a general average for 
Hawaiian sugar although I am informed that Hawaiian sugar is 
of very high grade. It is safe to say that it is 96o and a little over. 
I have also a statement from the same source of the freight rates 
per hundred pounds, as follows: 

Cents. 

~~~ r~Y~~€{::: ~~:::::::::i:~::::~:~~:~~:~~::~::::~~~:~~~~:~~~ 1 
The hearings show that· cane sugar~ m~re valuable to th~ re

finer than beet sugar, and I have made mqmry of the most reliable 
expert and scientific source in the Govern.m~nt ~epa~ents as to 
the difference in that ·value, so that I may gtve It fau·ly and con
servatively in the figures I am about to make. I learn there that 
cane sugar is worth about 10 cents per hundred pounds more to the 
refiner than beet sugar, degree for degree. ' . 

The hearings show conclusively, and nobody here can or will 
deny it that the German or Hamburg price fixes the price the 
world ~ver and that all comparisons should be made on that basis. 

Sugar from Germany had to pay here a countervailing duty .to 
offset the export bounties. Sugars from Por~. Rico, Cuba, and 
the Hawaiian Islands had to pay no countervailinJS du~ .. Sugar 
from Hawaii paid no duty. Sugar from Porto RICo pa1d m 11}01 
15 per cent of the Dingley rate. Sugar from Germany and Cuba 
paid the full Dingley rate. 

Now with these facts before us, let us see what was being done 
in the year 1901 by the American buyer-the sugar trust-as to 
sugar coming from these countries. If the trust was paying all 
it ought to have paid to the sugar producers of Porto RICo,_Ha
waii and Cuba to put them on a parity with the Hamburg pnces, 

· the ~quations for the different countries ought to have been as 
follows: 

Fm: PortoRico.-Price at San Juan+ freight to New York+ duty + gre_a~r 
value to refiner= price at Hamburg+ freight to New York+ counterva1lm• 
duty + duty. 

• 
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For Bawaii.-Price at Honolulu+ freight to San Francisco= price at Ham

burg+ freight to New York+ countervailing duty+ duty+ greater value to 
refiner. 

For Ouba.-Price at Habana +freight to New York+ duty= price at Ham
burg +freight to New York+ countervailing duty+ duty+ greater value to 
refiner. 

Putting in the figures per hundred pounds, we have the follow
ing: · 

For Po'rto Rico.-$3.40+$0.1.2+~.23+$0.05; total, $3.80=$2.00+$0.08+$0.27 + 
$1.63; total, $4.18. . · 

Fm· Hawaii.-$3.90+$0.15; total, $4.05=$2.00+$0.08+$0.27+ $1.63+$0.25; total, 
$4.43. 

For Ouba.-$2.40+ >0.08+ 1.65; total, $4.13 = $2.20+ $0.08+$0.27 +$1.63+$0.15; 
total, $4.33. 

Thus we see that in no case do the two sides of the equation bal
ance as they ought to do when we put in the figures. The difference 
for Porto Rico is 38 cents per 100 poundS, for Hawaii is 38 cents 
per 100 pounds, and for Cuba is 20 cents per 100 pounds. In other 
words we see that the American buyer, the sugar trust, was pay
ing to the Porto Rican 38 cents per 100 pounds less than he ought to 
have paid on all·of the sugars brought from that island to New 
York during the fiscal year 1901, to the Hawaiian 38 cents less 
per 100 pounds on all the sugar brought from those islands to San 
Francisco during the fiscal year 1901, and to the Cuban 20 cents 
less per 100 pounds on all the sugar brought from that island to 
New York during the fiscal year 1901. 

Again I call the attention of members to the statement of Mr. 
Leavitt, on page 250. The German has to pay a countervailing 
duty to get his sugar in; the Cuban has to pay no countervailing 
duty. The Cuban sugar should, therefore, have a margin of 27 
cents per hundred pounds over German sugar delivered in New 
York. That statement shows that on that day, January 21, 1902, 
somebody was taking that margin which ought to have gone to the 
Cubans and 4 cents besides. 

Now, will some member guess who was taking to himself these 
amounts which ought to have gone to the Porto Rican, the 
Hawaiian, and the Cuban? Can there be but one answer? If 
some member will make the calculation he will see that it runs 
into the millions of dollars. 

Thu.a it will be seen that I have demonstrated, with the exact
ness of a theorem in Euclid, as far as such a thing is capable of 
demonstration, that the sugar trust could absorb or take to itself 
this reduction, and that it has in other cases been doing th-at very 
thing, in part at least. I think it entirely probable that the 
figures do not make it as bad as it actually has been. 

But there are other circumstances which it might be well to 
consider. Why are the representatives of the sugar trust here! 
and why have they been here from the beginning of the session, 
if the Cuban is to get the whole benefit of this reduction? In that 
event, what interest have they in it? And why should they be 
here? That they are here urging this reduction we are all satis
fied. We have the highest authority for believing so, hone other 
than the most distinguished and prominent member of this House. 
Heru is his letter to one of his constituents. He says: 

Those contending for Cuba want a reduction of 50 per cent or a clean sweep 
of duties between us and that country. Contending for this doctrine is, first, 
the American sugar trust, which is here in the person of its ablest managers. 

. Again, here is a statement from the last report of the sugar· 
trust, showing that they had on hand on the 31st of December, 
1901-last December-more than $10,000,000 worth of raw sugar 
less than they had on. band the 31st of December, 1900. Why 
should they thus run down their stock of raw sugar unless it was 
that they were waiting for this reduction to go into operation? 
And why should they wait for this reduction unless they expected 
to profit by it? Surely the trust knows its business. The New 
York Journal of Commerce, a paper that is strongly advocating 
reduction, has this to say abqut it: 

The item of sugar, raw, unmanufactured, etc., is given at $12,248,640, a de
crease of 10,240,150. From this it would seem that the company has been 
carrying a smaller amount of raw sugar than usual at this sea-son, a move 
that finds explanation in the anticipated reduction in duties on Cuban sugar 
by Congress. 

How innocently and strangely they deny their own doctrine, if 
it is the relief of the Cuban only that they are concerned about. 

Let members scan the witnesses who appeared for reduction. 
Almost without exception the Americans amongst them have some 
connection, more or less close, with the sugar trust, or some of its 
members or officers. Is this mere chance? Let any member an
swer that to himself sincerely and frankly. Ah, gentlemen, the 
great-hearted, generous American people want to help Cuba, not 
this combination. 

And yet from the foregoing considerations it would seem to be 
impossible to escape the conclusion that this combination will be 
the principal beneficiary of reduction. And theyknowit, whether 
others do or not. 

Now, if this be true, I am ready to state a second ground on 
which I am opposed to this reduction, and it is a good Republican 
ground. It is because it will injure and prevent the further de
velopment of an American industl'J.-an industry just beginning 

to show that growth and development which we all hoped and 
predicted for it in 1897 when we passed the Dingley tariff law. 

I have here a statement from the Agricultural Department 
showing that up to the year 1897 there had been established and 
put in operation only 6 beet-sugar factories. Since then the num
ber has increased to 42 and 8 are in process of construction, mak
ing 50 in all. The product has increased from about 40,000 tons 
to 185,000 tons the year just closed, and if a sufficient quantity of 
beets could have been obtained and the factories could have been 
operated to their full capacity that product would have been 
very much greater. 

Besides, there were during the last year 83 projects for the es
tablishment of beet-sugar factories in various stages of organiza
tion and capitalization. 

I will put in here a statement, compiled principally from the 
hearings, pages 571 to 574, giving the figures in reference to this 
indusb:y. 

Beet-sugar factories established and put in operation up to the 
year 1897, 6. These, together with those established since, make 
a total of 42. 

As to these factories we have the following statement: 
Invested capital in factories, equipment, and grounds _____________ $00,000,CXX> 
Annual amount of beets purchased ___________________________ tons._ 1,875,CXX> 
Annual cash paid for beets purchased--····----·---------------···- 7,500,00) 
Annual coal consumed _______________ -··-·---··------·-··----·- tons._ 262,500 
Annual cash paid for coaL _________ --···---------····---------------- $787,500 
Annual lime rock purchased __ .. _-···-_···-· __ .... _-·---_-···- tons._ 150,00) 
Annual cash paid for lime rock ____ __ ····-····---···---···------····- $300,CXX> 
Annual operating capital employed (per annum)---------------··- $5,00J,(XX) 

Beet-sugar factories in process of construction, 8. Beet-sugar 
projects in various stages of organization and capitalization, 83. 

REQUIREMENTS. 

These 83 factories would require: 
Investment .. __________ --··· .... _-···-_-···. __ ···-_-·-·-_-···· ____ · ____ $49,(XX),(XX) 
Working capitaL ___________ -···--------····--···---··-· ____ --·---____ 9,(XX),<Xl0 
Beets purchased from farmers ____________ -··· _ -···- _________ ·-- ____ 14, 7UO,<Xl0 

REQUIREMENTS FOR HOME CONSUMPTION. 

It would require 500 factories having a daily capacity of 500 tons 
of beets to produce by the time they could be put in operation all 
the sugar we would consume outside of what we get from the 
State of Louisiana, the Hawaiian Islands, and Porto Rico. 

REQUIREMENT OF THESE FACTORIES. 
Invested capjtaL _____ --···· _______ . ···- ____________ --···· --·-·· ______ $250,(XX),<XJO 
Annual amount of beets __________ --··-------·--···------- ____ tons._ 18, 750,<Xl0 
Annual cash paid farmers for beets--···-----·----·----·····------· $75,(XX),<Xl0 
Annual coal consumed ______ ---··---···---····---------··--··· tons._ 2,625,(XX) 
Annual cash paid for coaL__________________________________________ $7,875,(XX) 
Annual lime rock purchased------··-----··-_ ····--------·-- -tons __ · 1,500,(XX) 
Annual cash paid for lime rock ______ ···- ________________ --·--·----- $3,(XX), <XlO 
Annual operating capital employed------···-------·--------·-····- $45,(XX),(XX) 

In addition to this vast sums for coke, mill supplies, labor' 
transportation, etc. 

From all this it can be seen that if the beet.:sugar industry should 
continue to grow and develop as it has done in the past three or 
four years, since the passage of the Dingley bill, it would in a very 
few years supply, along with the sugar from Louisiana, Porto 
Rico, and the Hawaiian Islands, all American territory, the entire 
demand of the American people. 

Now, the product of the American beet-sugar factory is white 
granulated sugar-that is, sugar of a grade equal to the refined 
sugar of the trust. It is, therefore, a competitor and rival cf the 
trust, whose business it is to refine raw sugar, and is its only com-
petitor and rival in this country. · 

If this industry should grow sufficiently to supply the Ameri
can demand, and the Louisianans, and Porto Ricans, and Ha
waiians should refine their own sugar, as they would do but for 
the overshadowing power of the trust, the sugar trust would 
have to go out of business. The sugar trust has just began to 
realize that the beet-sugar industry, if allowed to continue to 
progress as it has done in the past two or three years, will put an 
end to its career of greed and extortion, and is therefore anxious 
to do, or to see done, anything that will injm·e it. 

The result is that the trust is engaged in an unceasing andre
lentless warfare against this industry. We can well understand 
what that warfare means at the present stage of development in 
the beet-sugar industry when we recollect the almost complete 
monopoly which the trust has of the American market and the 
enormous profit it is and has been making. What these profits 
are anyone can calculate who will remember that we consume 
about 2,400,000 tons each year and that the trust refines it all 
with the exception of about 230,000 tons and makes a profit of 
about one-half a cent a pound. He will find that those profits 
amount each year to nearly as many million dollars as it would 
cost to build new the entire plant of the trust. It is these profits 
which has enabled the trust to water the stock of plants which 
could all probably be reproduced for $25,000,000 to 90,000,000 
and pay ea{}h year enormous dividends thereon. 

It is these profits which have enabled the sugar trust to go into 
the territory where the beet-sugar producer finds his market and 
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sell sugar for 3t ce:rits per pound-that is, at a price which would 
cause a loss to the trust and also to the beet-sugar man-while at 
the same time it was selling in other parts of the country for 5-! 
cents per pound. 

It is the unceasing and relentless warfare of the trust that the 
beet-sugar producer fears and ought to fear. It is in this that 
his chief danger lies. If, therefore, a reduction in duties on sugar 
coming from Cuba would add to the already enormous profits of 
the trust, as I have shown it would, we would by granting that 
reduction be adding strength to the arm, and placing an addi
tional weapon in the hand, of the trust with which to strike and 
cripple and crush the beet-sugar factory. Let gentlemen here 
make a calculation. If the importations from Cuba should be 
800,000 tons of 2,000 pounds each, and the evidence seems to indi
cate that it might reach 850,000, and if the trust should take to 
itself only one-half of the reduction, we would by this legislation 
be making them an annual present of $2,696,000. 

F1·om what I have said it is impossible to escape the conclusion 
that the sugar trust can, if it will, absorb the whole of a 20 per 
cent reduction made to Cuba, and that it will, as it has done in 
the cases I have stated before, absorb a part of it at least. If it 
should take to itself one-half of it, we will be making an annual 
present to that combination of more than two and a half millions. 
When we take this out, and also that part which might go to ab
sentee Spanish landlords, and to the Spanish usurer, and to those 
Americans, most of whom are more or less intimately associated 
with the sugar trust or its officers, and who, instead of investing 
their money at home in America, are now exploiting Cuba for 
their own selfish purposes and crying out to the American people 
in the name of God and humanity, what will be left for the Cu
ban planter and laborer proper? 

Now, if this legislation shall have the effect to stimulate Cuban 
production by these American commercial soldiers of fortune, 
these American syndicates which have gone to Cuba to invest 
their money instead of investing it at home, or if it shall put ad
ditional millions into the already bulging pockets of that commer
cial buccaneer, Mr. Havemeyer, and his trust, or if it shall have 
both of these effects, what must be the inevitable result to our 
domestic sugar industry, especially the beet-sugar industry? 
There can be but one answer. 

Will not the power of the trust to go into the territory of the 
beet-sugar people, and put prices down to a ruinous figm·e, while 
they are entil·ely maintained elsewhere, which they have done 
with full duty-paid sugar from Cuba, be augmented by many 
millions? And if this is tl"Ue, will not those beet-sugar factories 
ah·eady established, in the face of such tremendous difficulties, 
have those difficulties greatly increased? And will not the chances 
of profits to them be greatly diminished? Indeed, would not 
theil· profits be put practically at the mercy of the sugar trust? 
It seems to me there can be but one answer to these questions. 

But there is a still more important consideration. What will 
be the effect on the further development of the beet-sugar indus
try now so promising? Would another company be organized or 
another factory built? With this 1·eduction already granted, and 
agitation for still further reduction, would any prudent man put 
his money into such an enterprise? Would he not be little less 
than a madman to do so? Would not any man .thinking of so in
vesting his money say to himself, "This is but the beginning; 
I think I will put my money into something else.'' It seems to 
me there can be but one answer to these questions. The further 
development of the industry would be at an end. 

Now, if these things be true, I am opposed, in the third place, 
to this legislation, becaus~ it is a clear violation of Republican 
platforms and principles and of a specific Republican pledge. I 
do not believe we as Republicans can, in good faith, in honor, 
support this legislation. Here is an industry-an infant industry, 
if we have one-not yet upon its feet, just struggling to its knees, 
just beginning to show signs of a healthy and vigorous growth, 
just at the period of its development when it needs all the protec
tion and encouragement we have given it, not only as other in
dustries have needed it, but also because of its life-and-death 
struggle with this great combination- an absolutely domestic in
dustry from the planting of ihe seed to the marketing of the 
product-an industry in which farmers as well as manufacturers 
are interested, and which will be a great boon to the farmers. 
Gentlemen on this floor who favor this measure say this .is no 
time for tampering with tariff schedules; that at this time of the 
most phenomenal and unexampled commercial and industlial 
prosperity that this or any other nation has ever known we can not 
afford to do that which may even by any possibility tend to weaken 
or destroy confidence; that even though some of our industlies, like 
steel and glass and many others, have reached a strong and robust 
manhood, have come to that point when they defy competition 
with all the world, we must not touch their tariff schedules at 
this time. 

With these gentlemen I agree, and with them I expect to vote. 

But how can they reconcile their position with this legislation? 
How can they single out this little, weak, struggling, not half, 
not a quarter developed, just beginning to .develop industry at 
which to stdke a blow. I can not believe we can in honor take 
this step. Here is the platform on which we came back into 
power. Here are the pledges we gave to the people. I read 
from the tariff plank of our platform: 

The ruling and uncompromising principle is the protection-
But this is not all; not only the protection of that part of an 

industry already existing. Ah, gentlemen, not that alone, but 
this-
and development of American labor and industry. 

Mark the word "development." And this: 
We condemn the present Administration (the Democratic Administration) 

for not keeping faith with the sugar producers of this country. TheReJ?ub
lican -oarty favors such protection as will lead to the production on American 
soil of all the sugar which the American people use, and for which they pay 
other countries more than $100,<XXJ,OOO annually. 

Must we not in good faith, in common honesty, in honor, keep 
these pledges? Will we be keeping these pledges if we now strike 
at this industry-at this time, of all times? Look at the indus
try- beginning with 6 factories in 1897, and now 50 factories al
ready built or in. process of construction; more than 80 more in 
sight; a development just beginning to give evidence of a suc
cessful and enduring and complete establishment. Leaving out 
the question of those already established, should we arrest this 
development? Ah, gentlemen, there can be but one answer. 
How well ! .remember the great debate on the Dingley bill in the 
spring of 1897. That was my first session. Let me read from 
some of the great men: 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 

from Massachusetts? 
Mr. MORRIS. Well, I would prefer not, but I yield to him. 
Mr. THAYER. I notice that the gentleman repeats with a 

good deal of pride the platforms of the party by which he was 
nominated and elected. I want to ask him if he is now repudiat
ing the doctrine and policy of the great, peerless leader of theRe
publican party when he recommended to Congress and proposed 
a policy toward Cuba in these words: 

In the case of Cuba, however, there are weighty reasons of morality and 
of national interest why the policy should be held to have a peculiar applica
tion, and I most earnestly ask your attention to the wisdom, indeed

1 
to the 

vital rleed, of providing for a substantial reduction in the tariff duties on 
Cuban imports into the United States. Cubahasinher constitution affirmed 
what we desired, that she should stand in international matters in closer 
and more friendly relations with us than with any other power; and we are 
bound by every consideration of honor and expediency to pass commercial 
measures in the interest of her material well-being. 

Mr. MORRIS. I will come to that, my dear friend, before I 
get through. 

I was about to read what the great debaters in 1897, members of 
the Ways and Means Committee then and members now, said. 
I read: 
[lfr. P.A.YNE, July 19, 1897; RECORD, p. 274.9, first session Fifty-fifth Congr.1Ss.] 

What shall be done with the sugar trust? Well, I will tell you what, in 
my opinion, is the best way of dealing with it. Establish a beet-sugar factory 
in every Congressional district in the United States. [Applause on theRe
publican side.] Give competition, and lots of it~, everywhere. Put the farmers 
over against the trust by passing this bill, ana reduce the price of sugar so 
that German raw sugar can not be brought in to be refined liere. Gentlemen 
on the other side, come over and help us, while we help the farmers out. 
[Laughter and applause.] You grangers over there, come and help us. You 
Populists that go up and down the streets day after day proclaiming your 
devotion to the interests of the farmers, help us out now when weare trying 
to help the farmers in this industry that we can e3tablish so successfully. In 
this way you will do something towa1·d demolishing the trust. You will 
accomplish more in this way than by mere invective-by running windmills 
and all that. [Laughter and applause.] 

Why should we not produce all of our sugar in this country? Why, it 
costs us, Mr. SJ?Elaker, about one hundred millions. We were looking around 
for proper subJeCts for taxation. We knew that sugar would produce an 
enormous revenue; and besides all that, we knew that an adequate protec
tive tariff would build up the indust1·y in this country, and as it was gradu
ally built up the revenue from that source will be reduced; by and by the 
revenue will come in more largely from other soru·ces, and when this indus
try is fully established and revenue from sugar ceases, the reduction will 
keep pace with the incre..'l.se. The thing will regulate itself; we will not dis
tm·b oru·tariff in the next quarter of a century. And then-

[Mr. Dingley, March 22,1897, RECORD, p. L.'11.] 
The duty on sugar has nJso been increased, both for pru'J)oses of revenue and 

also to encourage the production of sugar in the United States, and thereby 
give to our farmers a new and much-needed crop. We now pay foreign 
countries about 584 <XXJ,OOO for ~_ported sugar, notwithstanding the abnor
mally low price., and this sum wiU soon be increased to $100 OOO,OX>. The suc
cess which has attended the growing of sugar beets and the production of 
beet sugar in California and Nebraska in the past five years, not to mention 
the progress in the production of cane sugar in Louisiana has made the prob
lem of producing our own sugar no longer doubtful; and now that we must 
have the increased revenue from sugar for the :(>resent, a favorable oppor
tunity presents itself to give this boon to our agriCulture. 

[Mr. GROSVE...''WR, March 24, 1897, RECORD, p. 240.] 
WearegoingtoforceuponLouisianathatwhichshedarenotaskforherself. 

Suppliant at the hands of Congress, with people r epresenting not the claims 
and the clamors of her own people. we will force upon her the beneficence she 
dares not hope for or ask for herself. We will give to the sugg.r producer of 
Louisiana an opportunity to enlarge his products and turn over some of the 
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splendid lands of that beantifnl State to i::fl.e production of f!Ugar, instead of 
OOl."D. cotton and other products of the soil; and so, Mr. Chal.l"lllan, through
out Nebraska through Kansas, and all of the States of the Union we propose 
to offer the sa~e beneficent opportunities. . . . . 

The R epublican party comes and offers to the a~cultl?"ists of this coun
try this maO'nificent boon. We will protect the mdnstries of the ooun~ 
in all directions from further demoralization; and we ask you to turn as1de 
hundreds of thousands of acres of the splendid lands of all of these States 
from the production of corn, oats, wheat, potatoe~, and cotton, to~ put 
into an ah·eady overstocked market, to the production of sugar, and give. oo 
the farmers upon the fanning lands of the country a better market, With 
less competition than they now have. 
[Mr. STEELE speech on March ~~897, Appendix of REcoRD, p. 123, first ses-

' sion Fhl'y-fifth Congress.] 
With regard to sugar, I predid that if the tariff fixed "i?Y this bill is "!ll

elmnged for a period of ten years we will at the end of that time be produ.cmg 
not only enough for our home consum:ption, but as much as we care ~-O ex
port, and at very little additional cost to the consume':'· ThE? farmers m the 
20 States where the sugar beet can successfully be raised will reap a double 
benefit from the development of the sugar industry-first, because the sugar 
beet is a more profitable crop than wheat or corn, and,.second, because the 
land devoted to raising beets will no longer be. producmg wheat and corn, 
and the lessened production will increase the pnce of these produets. 

This is what these gentlemen said then, and yet five years have 
not yet gone by, and they propose to. begin to make c~arges. 
And they propose to beooin on ~he very m.dustry t?ey promiSed to 
foster and protect, when relymg on then· pronnses and profes
sions it has just got fairly started. 

Gentlemen may answer by saying they do not believe these ef
fects will follow. Can you afford, in the light of what I have 
said, to even take a chance of such effects? 

Gentlemen may say this is reciprocity, and to that the Repub-
lican party is also pledged. . . . . 

But this is not Republican reCiprocity. Here IS the Republican 
platform: 

We favor the associated policy of reciprocity, so directed as to .open our 
markets on favorable terms for what we do not om·selves produce, m return 
for free foreign markets. 

This is not McKinley reciprocity. Here is what he said: 
By sensible trade arrangements which wjll not. interrupt our home pro

duction we shall extend the outlets for our mcreasmg surplus. 

This is not Roosevelt reciprocity-may his Administration be 
crowned with success. Here is what he said, and I call the at+.,en
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts who inte.ITupted me a 
moment ago to it: 

.A.nd that reciprocity be sought for so far as it can safely be done without 
injury to our home industries. . 

Ah, genHemen., this is not the kin~ of reciprocity for which 
Blaine and McKinley and the Republican party have stood. 

The measure as modified is worse than the original <me. It 
will satisfy nobody. It will not satisfy the Cubans, if those who 
have assumoo to appear in their behalf before the Ways and 
1\Ieans Committee are to be believed. They have everywhere in 
the h~gs contended that nothing less than ¥> per cent would 
be sufficient. Already Mr. Palma, the PreSident-elect of the 
Cuban Republic has repudiated it. You ha!e ~ll s~n his .inter
view· I have it here. General Wood says It IS entirely made
quat~. Does anybody .suppose it will satisfy ~~ sugar tru~t? 
Instead of making them an annual present of millions for an m
definite period, as was. at first proposed, it only makes that _pres-
ent for one year. . 

The distinguished gentleman from Kansas [Mr. LoxG], m a 
speech before the Republican conference,. to which I allude be
cause it was published in full in the Washington Po.st of the next 
morning, based his argument in favor of concessions to Cuba on 
the ground that reciprocity with that island would be _ of great 
and lasting benefit to the United States. He knows, as does every
body here know, that befoTe this agreement can go into effect 
certain things must be done. ~e Cuban government_ does not 
take charge until after the nnddle of May. The~·e. will be the 
usual formalities and the necessary delays of orgamzmg the new 
government 'and transferring the island. 

Then the Cuban congress must act. They n:ust reform and re
-enact theii· entire system of revenue and tariff laws so as. to b.e 
able to make any concessions to us. They must -enact our Imiill

gration our exclusion laws, and our contract-labor laws. The 
Gove~t must then prooeed to negotiate the agreement pro
vided for in this measuTe. And there are those who are now con
tending that they must also, before reciprocity shall take effect, 
embody the Platt amendment in a formal treaty with the United 
States. That trei.ty will have to b8 ratified by our Senate, and 
ratifications will have. to be exchanged between the two Govern
ments. 

The gentleman from Kansas knows, we. all ~ow, that all these 
things will take time. We alllrnow ~t It will probably be away 
along into next fall before all these trungs can ?e COJ?1-pl~ted, and 
if the treaty referred to is to be made and rat~ed, 1t will be d.e
layed until after the beooinning ?f the n~xt s~ss10~ of Congre;ss1 m 
December. And yet his connmttee bTmgs m this bill proVIding 
that this agreement shall terminate on the 1st of December , 1903. 

What kind of ·reCiprocity will this be? Barely a year to run. 
Before our merchants and manufacturers could learn the t1·ade of 
Cuba and begin to gain any advantage from t~e r~iprocal con
cessions the agreement would be at an end. It IS eVIdent to those 
who are most concerned about reciprocal trade that for that pur
pose this measure will be wholly inadequate and ineffective. 
Already they are beginning to ridicule it, as well they may. Al
ready those newspap€rs which have been almost as wild about 
this as they were about Porto Rico axe b~~g to say t~t the 
reduction must be incTeased and the time of Its operation ex-
tended. d ti · 

All this but goes to show. that the a.gitation for re .uc OJ?-, m-
stead of being put at rest, ~1 only be mc!~d an~ ~tensifi~d . 
And it is this agitation which hurts. It IS this agitation which 
has arrested and will continue to arrest the development of the 
beet-sugar industry. Already those who were about to let co~
tracts for the construction of factories have called a halt, and It 
is safe to say thatnotanotherenterprisewill be inaugurated until 
it is seen that this question has been satisfactorily and finally 
settled. I have here a letter from a gentleman in Michigan, Mr. 
Watts S. Humphrey, from which I will read an extract: 

Ron. P .AGE MoRRIS, 

HUMPHREY & GRANT, 
.A.TTOR2\"'EYS AND COUKSBLORS AT LAw, 

Eddy Building, Saginaw, Mich., February 17, 1900. 

Representatiw Chamber, Washi11glon, D. C.: 

* * * * * * * I have what I can earn from my business. I have subscribed for $15,000 
worth of stock in a sugar f~ry th~t is _no'Y be~g const:rlu:ted. The con
tract was let prior to the time of this agitation m Congress. We are com
pelled to carry out our agreement. We have contra.cted for over 6(_},000 tons 
of baets at the old Michigan p1·ices. We will pay for the--~ beets delivered at 
the factory 2} cents per pound for all of the sugar that will come out of th~m. 
.A. t 4t cents for granulated sugar only leaves 2 cents for the cost of production 

· of the sugar by the fact-Ory out of the beets and as dividend to the stock· 
holders. 

Others who had formed their companies, but were for:tunate enough n9t 
to have let their contracts when Cong1·ess convened, entirely stopped the1r e 
operations, and before putting their money in will await the actions of Con
gress on this sugar question. You can sea that we are caught, and are com
pelled to go on. I shall consider that I have been blmcoed out o~ $15,000 by 
the Republican party if they destroy this investment, and I. know if you were 
placed in my situation you would feel as I do, that there lS no excuse upon 
the part of the Republicans for any such treatment of the people w?-o have 
in vested their money in reliance upon the pledges and proilllSes of this party. 

Ah, gentlemen, would not any ~f us feel that way? Everyb~dy 
will feel that this iB a mere makeshift, a mere pretense of concessiOn 
and relief and that the agitation must go on. But for the assur
ance of the honorable gentlemen who compose this committee 
that they will not coiiSent to any greater reduction I would be 
forced to the conclusion that they expected the reduction would 
be increased and the time extended ~t the other end of the Capi
tol. and that it was therr hope and intention that it should be. 

Under all these circumstances, is it not evident that this meas
ure is un-Republican, unwise, and unpatriotic? And is not that 
conclusion strengthened when we consider that there iB another 
method by ·which all that is sought to be accomplished by -this 
measm·e can be accomplished, and accomplished much more com
pletely and effectively, and without the danger of the evil conse-
quences to which I have referred? · 

That method was proposed in the Republican conference. In 
the fewest possible words it is this: That we shall not reduce du
ties at all; that we shall continue to collect the full rate, and shall 
then for such length of time--as may be necessary pay over to the 
Cuban government such portion of the amount collected as may 
be necessary to accomplish the ends sought; and th~t in considera
tion thereof we shall receive from Cuba such reCiprocal conces
sions as she may be able to grant. By the method of the bill now 
before the House we give up a portion of our revenue by a reduc
tion of duties; by this last method we collect the revenue and pay 
it over. 

By this method we are not limited to 20 per cent. We may give 
whatever per cent may be necessary. We need not stop at the 
end of one year, but let it remain in operation for three years. 
During that period reciprocity can have time for effective opera
tion. At the end of that time its value will have been demon
strated and we will be in position to act wisely for the future. 

Let me here read the reasons assigned for that method which 
were given in the conference and published the following day: 

1. It will afford relief both to the government and to the people of Cuba. 
2. It makes certain that Cuba and her people, and nu one else, will be the 

beneficiaries of our action. 
3. By its adoption we keep faith with the people of this country and with 

the people of Cuba. 
4. It does not violate our national party platforms of 1.898 and 1000. 
5. It doe3 not disturb existing conditions in this country. 
6. It does JlQt alter or modify any schedule of the pre~nt tariff law. 
7. It doe3 -n.m injure or discourage any domestic industry or pre.-ent its 

further development. 
. ~·. It avoids an inopportuD.fl a~tation of questions affecting industrial con-

ditions of unparalleled pi"osperity. · 
9. It would secure reciprocal trade concessions from Cuba and &1-:e time to 

ascertain the value of sueh trade relations between the two repuoli".s under 
existing conditions. 
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10. Its reciprocal feature furnishes a consideration which makes the pro
posed measure of undoubted constitutionality. It is as competent for Con
gress to purchase trade concessions from foreign countries as to purchase 
naval or coaling stations. 

11. It is sustained by precedent since the establishment of our Govern
ment, and particularly by the legislation refunding duties collected on the 
products of Porto Rico and the Philippine Islands. 

12. It affords the means and opportunity for successfully inaugurating and 
permanently establishing the new government of Cuba during a time which 
the experience of all nations has shown will be its most critical period. 

13. lt affords relief until the present adverse trade conditions affecting the 
:price of sugar shall have been improved by the abolishment of European 
sugar bounties. 

14. It discha.rg~ every obligation assumed by us under the provisions of 
the treaty of ParlS, the Platt amendment, and by our intervention to secure 
the independence of Cuba. 

At the proper time I shall propose this method by way of an 
amendment to this bill. 

But if the House is determined that there must be a reduction 
wf duties on Cuban sugar, and nothing else, then surely there is 
something else that we ought to do. Let gentlemen remember 
that this means a reduction of duties on more than half the raw 
sugar we import from abroad, and that amount will probably in
crea e from year to year. If we are going to give this advantage 
to the refim~rs, the sugar trust, then why should we not also re
duce the duty on refined sugar? 

Why s1wuld we not reduce the protection they now enjoy un
der the sugar schedule of our tariff law? Why should we not 
reduce or entirely abolish their differential? Indeed, why should 
-we not, for the time at least, reform and remodel the whole sugar 
schedule? It is this differential behind which they operate free 

- from foreign interference or competition. This is their intrench
ment. Again I call attention to Mr. Havemeyer's statement be
fore the Industrial Commission. I judge from his hysterics at 
the uggestion that it might affect his trust to some extent. 

It is this differential which enables them to control the Ameri
can market and put prices up or down between wide limits. It 
is this differential which enables them to canyon their war of 
extermination against all rivals. The highest experts assert that 
they have reached that degree of perfection in their organization 
and machinery that, if they would be satisfied with a rea-sonable 
return on the capital actually invested, they would not need this 
differential at all. Then why should it not be reduced or abol
ished? 

What would its reduction or abolishment accomplish? It would 
bring them that much nearer to foreign competition. They are 
anxious for others to have such competition. Why not let them 
have a little experience of it themselves? It would curtail their 
power to control prices and slide them up or down at their will. 
It would in a measure destroy their power to make war upon 
their rivals and competitors. This alone would be an incalcu
lable advantage to the beet-sugar industry, an advantage which 
would more than offset the reduction in price of an eighth of a 
cent a pound on the product of the beet-sugar factory. -

It would, as we all know, diminish the cost of refined sugar to 
th-e American consumer, or at least prevent its being made exor-

- bitantly high. Nobody contends that the reduction proposed in 
this bill on Cuban raw sugar will do any such thing. Surely, 
gentlemen, while we are so much concerned about the people of 
Cuba we might at least have some regard for our own people. 

I have sat here now for going on six years and listened to lamen
tations from the other side, which would have put to shame the 
immortal Jeremiah, about the exactions to which the American 
people are subjected. I have heard from both sides Philipics 
against these unlwly combinations called trusts. I think gentle
men will bear me out when I say that I have joined in none of 
these. I have known that great combinations were the result of 
'a natural evolution in business, and that great business meant 
great capital and great combination. And some of these combina
tions have certainly not been an injury, but a benefit to our trade 
and our national greatness and power. 

But here is a combination whose avowed purpose has been to 
throttle and crush. Here is one which has levied the most exor
bitant exactions. Here is one which would stop healthy develop-

. ment. Here is one which ha.s grown rich and strong under our 
protection. Here is one not satisfied with that protection, not 
willing to live and let live. Here it is unblushingly asking for 
more, and hypocritically callin~ for it in the name of humanity 
and philanthropy. Here it is nght before us. 

Here is your opportunity to strike it, not in anger or in a mere 
spirit of hostility and reprisal or in blind and undiscriminating 
rage, but in justice and equity. What are you going to do? It 
will not do to offer general and sweeping amendments which you 
know will have- no chance to be adopted and ought not to be 
adopted. It will not do to talk about removal of duties from all 
trust-made goods or from all those sold abroad cheaper than they 
are sold at home. It will not do to attempt a general crusade 
upon all tariff schedule . That is not involved here and has no 
place here. Such amendments are only offered for political effect. 
They are not sincere. They are not meant to be adopted. 

Do not scatter. Do not bring in such amendments, but strike 
for that which can be accomplished. Strike at that which is be
fore you. 

Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman stand and not scatter? 
Mr. MORRIS. I will not vote for any such amendments. I do 

not believe in tampering with tariff schedules to-day. At this 
time of unexampled prosperity I would do nothing which might 
even tend to dEstroy confidence. 

Mr. CANDLER. Will you stand against the differential? 
Mr. MORRIS. Indeed I will; I will offer the amendment and 

don't you bother about that [applause], because they do not need 
protection. The best experts say that they are now able to com
pete with all the world if they would be satisfied with a fair re
turn on what their plant is worth. I do not want them to be 
able to pay interest on ninety millions of capital when they should 
be satisfied with the interest on 25,000,000 of capital. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Does the gentleman think that the steel 
trust needs protection? 

Mr. MORRIS. I do not know whether it does or not. The 
proposition here is a sugar proposition, pure and simple. Every
body here knows that, and you may be sure that the people of the 
United States understand it. You need not think they can be or 
will be deceived. Here is the sugar trust right before you. Here 
is your opportunity at least to do justice, to smite what ought to 
be smitten. Here is a plain and simple proposition that will ac
complish that object and benefit our own people. What are you 
going to do about it? I propose to see, for I shall offer the nece -
sary amendment at the proper time. [Applause.] And I shall 
call on all those who wish sincerely to accomplish something to 
show their sincerity now that they have the opportunity. 

In conclusion, let me say that I have spoken, as I believe, in the 
interest of justice to our own people and liberality and good faith 
to Cuba. I am as willing as any man here to fulfill every obliga
tion to Cuba, and I am willing as every other American citizen 
ought to be, to bear my part of the burden. I am not willing by 
my vote to cast that burden on one interest. The great, gener
ous-hearted American people can not afford to do that, and would 
not knowingly do it. I have spoken as a Republican, believing in 
the doctrines of that party, and determined to keep its pledges and 
preserve its honor. I have spoken as an American, standing for 
my own country. its labor and its industries, against all the world. 
[Loud applause.] 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, this, in my opinion, is one 
of the most vicious mea-sures that have been considered by Con
gress since we embarked on the fateful policy of expansion, more 
than three years ago. Indeed, it is the natural outgrowth of that 
policy, but for which we would not to-day be confronted with this 
an'd other grave problems imperatively demanding solution at our 
hands. 

The forcible annexation of Porto Rico and the compulsory sale 
of the Philippines to us were followed by enactments of the law
making power which occasioned fierce and bitter controversies 
among the people and litigation before the courts, resulting in a 
line of judicial decisions new to the legal p1·ofession and unsatis
factory to many laymen throughout the country. 

But if those acts provoked controversy and wrought confusion 
they were as nothing when compared with the dis ensions which 
this bill will breed and the mischief it will do. The avowed pur
pose of its advocates is to assist the Cubans and benefit the Amer
icans at one and the same time, but I maintain that it will do 
neither: · 

In the first place, the Cubans are in need of no such help at our 
hands, nor are we under any such obligations to give aid if they 
did need it. Much testimony has been taken by the Ways and 
Means Committee on the subject since the beginning of this Con
gress. Men engaged in the sugar, tobacco, and cigar industries, 
both in Cuba and the United States, were here, and gave their 
opinions for and against the propositions involved. So that no 
phase of this question was left untouched or unconsidered, and it 
was clearly shown that the Cubans were and are in a fairly pros
perous condition; much better off, indeed, than people in many 
sections of this country. 

The sugar planters and manufacturers, as well as the tobacco 
growers, were shown to be making money on their investment ; 
at the same time among the laboring classes all tho e who de
sire work can find employment at remunerative wage . From 
$24 to $30 per month are the prices now being paid laborers in 
the cane fields and the sugar factories on the island of Cuba, 
while liberal wages are paid to those in other branches of em
ployment. Laborers are scarce, according to the testimony, &nd 
the labor problem is one of the greatest, as it is one of the first, 
with which the Cuban people will have to deal. 

So great is the demand for labor and so difficult to procure it 
there, that the question of the importation of cheaper foreigr. la
bor is now being considered by the Cubans, and the fear here is 
that Chinese labor will be imported into that island to such an 
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extent as to menace the industrial and labor conditions in our own 
country. 

This fear is recognized by the framers of this bill, for one of its 
provisions has for its object the exclusion of foreign labor and 
Chinese immigration, just as the same are excluded from this coun
try, and that, too, in face of the fact that Cuba is just starting 
where we started more than a century ago, and needs labor to 
till her soil, to work her factories, and to develop her wonderful 
resources. I am not criticising the measure! however, on that 
ground. 

I am only calling attention to the fact, as I pass on, for the pur
pose of showing some of the inconsistencies in the position assumed 
by the advocates of the bill. 

Cuba, since the Spanish war, has marketed at fair prices all her 
chief productions-sugar, toba~co, and cigars-and is doing so 
now, with the exception of sugar, the price of which has recently 
fallen so low that the larger planters are holding for better prices. 
Overproduction-common, however, in other branches of busi
ness-is the cause here. But this will soon be·remedied by the 
law of supply and demand, and the price of sugar will again rise 
to a paying margin. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if all this is true, if labor is fully em
ployed on the island and at remunerative wages, if the products 
of this labor are all practically being sold at fair prices, then I 
submit to the House that there is no need of this gift of more 
than $6,000,000 in the shape of lost revenue to our Government, 
and the many millions more to the sugar, tobacco ~ and other in
dustries of the country affected by the measure. 

Mr. Chairman, what is the complaint? Why, that all the peo
ple in the island are not making money; that they have lost 
heavily by the ravages of war; that all the tobacco of last year's 
crop has not been sold, and that the price of sugar has recently 
f:illen below the point where it ca:r;t be profitably marketed. 

But suppose all these things are true. Dotheyfurnish a reason 
for donations on our part such as this bill seeks to give? There 
has scarcely been an industry in this country, whether of the 
farm, the factory, or the mine, the prices of whose products have 
not for one cause or another been at times depressed, and yet not 
all of these have come here for help. A few years ago the price 
of cotton dropped even below the cost of production in manv 
places in the South, but no one thought of asking Congress for 
aid. Overproduction was the chief cause, but it did not last 
long. The supply soon adjusted itself to the demand, and prices 
went up again. 

Then, too~ disasters from fire and frosts, floods and storms have 
fallen upon the different sections of the country at one time or 
another, but seldom have the sufferers asked help of the Gen
eral Government. A few years ago a disaster as blighting as the 
ravages of war have been to Cuba befell the people of my State. 
In a single night more than $25,000,000 of property was destroyed 
by the frosts of winter, but no aid was asked by the unfortunate 
sufferers and none was given by the National Government. To 
themselves alone our people looked for relief; upon their own en
ergies they relied for aid, and from this source alone it came, 
and to-day Florida is richer than ever before in material wealth 
and in the self-reliance of her people. So it will be with the 
Cubans if left to themselves. 
· But assuming, for the sake of argument, that the Cubans need 
relief, will this measure secure it to them? I maintain not. The 
principal benefits, according to the advocates of the bill, are 
largely to come through the sugar industry. Now, nearly, if not 
the entire output of that industry in Cuba, is controlled by the 
sugar trust, which can to a large extent control the prices which 
the producers will obtain. The production of sugar in that island 
this year will, it is said, reach about 1,000,000 tons, the surplus of 
which will be purchased mainly by this trust, and while up to the 
pre ent time Germany, by reason of being the largest sugar
producing country in the world, has fixed and controlled to a 
considerable extent the p1ice of that article, the moment this bill 
becomes a law and the treaty for which it provides has been 
negotiated conditions will begin to change and the surplus of 
Cuban sugar will largely regulate prices everywhere. 

True, German sugar will continue to exert an influence over 
prices, but the duty here on European sugar will militate against 
that article, giving the Cuban sugar a clear field in our markets. 
The output may and doubtless will increase from year to year, but 
will never get from under the control of the sugar trust, which 
will continue to regulate the price there. We know something 
of the power of tht e hu.sts. They are organized for the purpose 
of securing the greatest profit at the minimum of cost. To that 
end., of cotuse, all their energie and means are directed, and.by 
the simple means of refraining from purchasing for a time the 
trust can depr Ess prices or uy buying can raise them. But in 
any event the su~~r trust will become the beneficiary of our gen
erous policy, and not the Cuban people. 

Nor i the cigar industry in any better shape. Two large syndi-

cates, one of them English~ control 90 per cent of all the cigar 
manufacturing business in Cuba. This English syndicate, a for
eign institution, controls 60 per· cent of the entire Cuban output. 

And these are the people, Mr. Chairman, for whom we are to 
legislate, in so far as the main productions of the island are con
cerned. To trusts and syndicates who are abundantly able to take 
care of themselves, we reduce our revenues upward of six millions 
of dollars and impoverish our own people many tens of millions 
more without lowering the price to the consumers of imported 
goods a particle. 

But, sir, we are told that the Cuban people are demanding these 
concessions. That I deny. The masses of the Cubans-those who 
maintained the struggle against Spain from 1895 to 1898, who 
faced fire and sword that they might be free, and for whom we 
declared and waged war against their oppressors-care nothing 
about reciprocity. Indeed, they are scarcely willing to accept 
anything at the hands of this Government. They did not want 
us to go to war for them, because they feared the consequences of 
American domination. They have chafed under our occupation 
of the island. They believe we have given them a stone instead 
of bread, only an exchange of masters instead of liberty, and their 
feeling against us has to some extent become embittered by these 
considerations. 

As tending to prove what I say, I will read an extract from a 
letter which I received a few months ago from a nerson residing 
in Cuba, who speaks and understands thoroughly the Spanish lan
guage, is well acquainted with the Cuban people, and in a posi
tion to know what he is talking about, together with a clipping 
from La Lucha of December 9 last, a newspaper published in 
Habana, and one which for a long time maintained a kindly feel
ing for this Government. 

After the address and some other matters not necessary to read, 
the writer proceeds as follows: 

I inclose an editorial translated from La Lucha of the 9th instant. The 
cavalry forces referred to therein are rural guard. This paper last week 
advised Maso's supporters to string up a few people to lamp-posts if they 
were not given representation on the electoral board. 

* * * * * * * 
This article is a fair sample of the sentiment that is often expressed in the 

newspapers with respect to our Government. La Lucha is the only paper 
that has ever expressed any gratitude for what the United States has done 
for this island, except the papers supporting Palma, which, during the last 
few days, have had words of kindness for us, and it is easily seen that they 
are prompted by the efforts of the Administration to secure tariff conces
sions for the island. 

Now follows the clipping from the newspaper, which I ask the 
indulgence of the committee to read: 

[Clipped from La Lucha of December 9.] 

QUESTIONS OF THE DAY. 

La Naci6n publishes the following under the title, "' Revolutionary 
Judases:" 

"The illicit combination between the intervening authorities, the inter
vened authorities, and the bureaucrats depending on the one and on the 
other is now beginning to bear its evil f1·uit among the Cuban people. In
deed, no thin~ else could have happened, as the insolence of these people united 
together to oring about the triumph of the candidature of Senor Estrada 
Palma borders on the most insulting provocation which any country was 
ever called upon to suffer. 

"It ~ell?-s as if the idea were to cause a protest, born of dignity, to burst 
forth With 1m placable ferocity, or that those who have the right on their side 
and are now the victims of the insults and frauds and other forms of the 
electoral pillage should bend the knee, like vile cowards, to the will of the 
Yankee governors and their Cuban lackeys." * * * 

The puppets of the American policy are dreaming when they think such 
t~gs. Soon~r will we all play ~e last card, whatever may be the result 
which our actio~ may cause to this unhappy land,. lowered by the depravity 
of some of its miSerable sons; sooner will we unaertake a civil war with all 
i~s tre~e~dous consequences; soon~r will we renounce the ridiculous repub
lic which IS offered to us; SOO!ler will we appeal to the means which despair 
has to offer than tolerate beiJ1g delivered, tied hand and foot, at the feet of 
the foreign despot by a handful of traitors who should have been hanged 
long ago. 

It is time that the comedy ceased. It is necessary to tear the mask from 
the face of th.e general of the revolution, who has sold himself to the inter-

en tares. It IS necessary that we stand up and resist the storm in which an 
attempt is being made to involve us. In short, it is necessary that we rebel 
agai.J?.st the SCOU?drels who have made their country a storehouse for plunder 
and Its flag an infected rag. Happen what may, anything is preferable to 
resignedly consenting to the crime which is being carried out in the palace 
of the Plaza de Arm3.!'! and in th~ palaces of the civil governors and in which 
the Judases are buckling on theiT swords to plunge the country in an abyss 
without the least pang of r emorse. 
Andifwha~issought is that the battle should commence, we who have 

not provoked 1t accept the challenge extended to us, and there will be plenty 
of time to commence the fight. · 

The die is cast. Either with the traitors who are supporting Estrada 
Palma by mea us of the power they enjoy, or with the loyalists who are around 
Senor Mas6. Enough has been had of miserable farces. 

We }?.ave had 1!-n atmo phere of hate thrust upon us. And we are ready. 
. r:fhe mtenentwn was able~ hold Ul back to avoid compromisin~ the aes

times of the laughable r epublic about to be set up, but nmther the mterven
tion nor anything else C!l-n prevent us from saving the little honor left ns. 

The sbame of Cuba. IS a small m:J.tter to those who live by Cuba as they 
put her to public auction· but it matters a great dea l to those who will die 
for Cuba if there is no other way open. 

What scene will be beheld shortly in our country? 
A thousand times cursed are those who contemplate them protected by 

the arm of the Yankee. 
Blessed those who resist them. 



3912 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. APRIL 9, 

I have read these extracts, Mr. Chairman, for no other purpose 
than to show that the Cuban people are not likely to be asking 
gifts at our hands. No doubt the sugar and cigar factories there, 
as well as a few other inte1-ests, would like to see this bill passed. 
But as before stated, the masses of the people in my judgment 
are not demanding recip1·ocity between this country and Cuba, 
and certainly not the brand that is provided for in this measure. 

I have said and I repeat that this measure will not benefit the 
American people nor profit those in Cuba to any g1·eat extent; 
nor is it a desirable piece of legislation looked at from any stand
point from which you may choose to view it. If we look at it 
from the point of view of the tobacco grower, the cigar manu
facturer, the sugar produce1·, or the grower of citrus and other 
semitropical fruits, we will see injury to some and ultimate de
struction to others of these great industries. 

If we examine it from the standpoint of commerce-of business 
to be done with the Cubans-there is little to commend it to our 
favorable consideration. While if we observe it from the stand
point of tariff reform, it is a delusion and a snare. It violates 
Democratic principles; nor is it wholly in accord with Republican 
docb:ines as I have read and heard them expounded. It is un
sound in theory, unwise in policy, and will be found pernicious 
in pra~tice. 

Of course I do not suppose that a 20 per cent reduction will de
stroy all the industries I have just mentioned, but it will )njure 
them all, and if carried further, as is intended by many, will 
eventually wipe the sugar, cigar. and tobacco industries of this 
country out of existence. At least that is the opinion and the 
testimony of those best competent to judge. 

But it is said by the advocates of the bill, when they lose sight 
for the moment, as they do occasionally, of the sentimental side 
of this matter of Cuban reciprocity, that it will increase our trade 
with Cuba. But admitting this to be true, the increase will be 
insignificant a.s compared with the mischief that will be done to 
the industries which come within the range of its influence, to say 
nothing of the loss of six or seven millions of revenue. 

The majority report, as well as the so-called minority report 
made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. McCLELLAN], 
takes rather a 1·oseate view of the advantages that will ~ccrue to 
us by the passage of this bill. But many do not share these views 
with him. I, for one, do not, as it is my opinion that no such 
results as he predicts will follow, and I shall not be surprised 
when the first of December of next year rolls around to find that 
no good has come to trade between this country and Cuba from 
the measm·e now under consideration. 

Of the $66,572,802 in value which Cuba imported during the 
year 1901, the United States furnished her with only $28,017,820 
worth, and it is though, by passing the bill we are now consider
ing that this amount can be increased very largely. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this expectation is based upon the idea that 
by reducing the Cuban tariff upon certain articles which may go 
from this country into that these importations will be increased. 
But the duty on imports into Cuba from our country has not been 
sufficiently high to prevent these 828 000,000 worth of our prod
ucts going into Cuba, embracing nearly every article tran8ported 
by us to the most favored countries of the world, thus showing 
that the present tariff stands but little in the way of our trade 
with the Cuban people. 

The trut.h of the matte1· is that the inhabitants of tropical coun
tries are not heavy importers of the products of more northerly 
climes; hence we can not expect to ever do any great amount of 
business with our colonial possessions situated in the Tl.'Opics, or 
with Cuba, even under the most favorable trade regulations. 

I know that some of the advocates of this measure point with 
sorrow to the supposed decadence of our trade with Cuba; while 
others more optimistic look with exultant pride at the large ship
ment of our productions into that island during the past three years, 
andprophesygreatthingsforthefuture. But, Mr. Chairman, these 
importations were not the result of normal conditions, but rather 
the consequence of necessities created by the ravages of war and 
the sudden increase of business stimulated by the presence of a 
large number of our soldiers there, and it is but natural that when 
the necessities created by these abnormal conditions have been 
met and the conditions themselves have changed, that our ti·ade 
with Cuba should fall off and assume its normal state whether 
the tariff be high or low. 

But suppose, sir, that our exports to that island should be 
doubled the aggregate then would hardly be a drop in the bucket 
as compared with the vast amount of our exports to the larger 
countries of the world. La-st year. we exported $1,487,764,991 
worth of the products of this country-nearly thirty times more 
than would be our commerce with Cuba if the wildest dreams of 
the most radical of the reciprocity advocates are realized, a com
merce hardly sufficient to justify us in inflicting the loss upon the 
sugar and tobacco growers which this bill would entail upon them. 

Mr. Chairman, why not ti-y reciprocity with some of the Euro-

pean countl:ies-with France and Germany, for instance? Our 
exports to Europe for 1901 amounted to $1,136!504,605, of which 
$191,780,427 went to Germany and $78,714,935 to France. These 
countries present an opportunity for the exploitation of the reci
procity idea not to be found in Cuba or, as to that matter, in any 
of the tropical countries. 

The combined population of these two countries-France and 
Germany-is about 90,000,000, as against 1,500,000 in Cuba. The 
soil is not as productive as that of Cuba and their people con
sume more per capita of the products we have to sell than the 
native Cuban population. The soil of Cuba is perhaps the most 
fertile in the wol'ld. Everything produced in b:opical counhies 
can be grown there in great abundance, and, as a rule, at a mini
mum of cost. Whatever is necessary to sustain life can be grown 
except breadstuffs, and this the Cubans will buy of us whether 
they have reciprocity with the Utrited States or not. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this bill not only provides for a 20 per cent 
reduction on imports from Cuba into this country, but also a sim
ilar reduction upon goods carried by this country into that. Now, 
the Cuban government when established will depend for its sup
port largely upon import duties; and if we should furnish all the 
imports, as the majority report suggests we will do, where will 
th~ Cubans get sufficient revenue to support their government? 
They will necessarily be compelled to levy either a direct tax upon 
property or excise duties of some kind, something no country as 
weak as Cuba can stand. So it would appear, Mr. Chairman, that 
while we would give to them with one hand we rob them with 
the other. 

Then, sil:, why should there be any need for reciprocal trade ar
rangements between this country and the island of Cuba? Eu
rope, with her hundreds and millions of population which must be 
fed and clothed presents, in my opinion, a much more inviting 
field for reciprocity. Let us b:y it there, where something may 
be done for and not against the farmer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, ! .regret to see some of my friends on this 
side of the House take the position they are assuming on this ques
tion. I, of course, know that their motives are of the best, but I 
think theirjudgmentis at fault. ThegentlemanfromNewYork 
[Mr. McCLELLAN], in his report, which he styles "the views of 
the minority" (and in this, I think, he is right, because very few, 
I imagine, share all his views), says, in substance, that the provi
sions of the bill are in direct line with Democratic doctl:ine, and 
seems to think it his duty to strike at the taTi.ff tax wherever and 
whenever opportunity offers. 

This idea, carried to its ultimate result, would overthrow the 
doctrine of tariff taxation even for revenue. Since when has 
this proposition been a tenet of Democratic faith? Certainly, no 
such doctrine has ever found a place in a Democratic national 
platform. In fact, it has ever been one of the cardinal principles 
of that party that the raising of revenue should be the prime 
object of tariff taxation, and that this tax should be so levied as 
to fall, if possible, more heavily upon the luxuries than upon the 
necessaries of life. 

Then, too, the Democratic party has claimed to guard and has 
sought to guard the interests of the agricultural classes wherever 
it has been possible to do so. Yet the chief bm·dens created by 
this bill fall most heavily upon the agricultural cl~.sses. True, 
the cigar industry bears a part of the burden, and tobacco, sugar, 
and semitropical fruits are also hurt. All these products, except 
raw sugar, are luxuries and can well afford the high rate of tax
ation. 

While sugar being a product of the farm should, to say the 
least, not be discriminated against in favor of the refined sugar
a product of the tl'llSt which still retains a pru·t of its differential 
in spite of efforts to 1·emove this discriminating tax.. .And now 
the spectacle is presented of an effort to reduce the taxes on farm 
products and luxuries, while those of the steel, sugar, and other 
trusts are left untouched. Certainly this can not be in accord 
with the principles or teachings of that party which has always 
boasted, and justly so, too, of its friendliness to lab01· in all its 
branches. 

Now, 1\Ir. Chairman, we are approaching in this bill the gt·eat 
question of reciprocity from the wrong standpoint. Before we 
can deal with it properly and so as to do the greatest good to the 
greatest number, with as little harm as possible, we should have 
a general revision of the tariff, so that all rates and schedules may 
be readjusted and reciprocal trade relations' ananged with refer
ence to these readjusted schedules. Then, the prime object of 
raising revenue being attained, the burden of taxes may be regu
lated so that no discrimination against American farmers and 
American labor will be created, and so that luxuries and not the 
necessaries shall bear the greatest burden in the support of the 
Government. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, no one would go further than I to help 
the Cubans if they needed help and desired it at om· hands. We 
have made sacrifices for them in the past, and I would be willing 
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to do it in the future; but what they desire and need most is to be 
left alone to govern themselves as they may think best. The 
strong arm of OUT Government will ever be over them to protect, 
if need be, but never, I hope, to govern or oppress. They are, in 
my judgment, capable of self-government. Let !hem try the 
experiment. 

We helped them to drive the Spaniard away at the cost of 
many hundreds of millions of treasure and thousands of precious 
lives. We have assisted them for the past several years in main
taining order on the island. We have given them a lesson in 
sanitation which, if utilized, will root out and finally destroy the 
yellow-fever scourge there. Then, if our occupation of that 
island has been helpful and we have placed them in a condition 
to set up a stable form of government, which may in time even 
be satisfa-ctory to them, and if from now on we carry out OUT 
promises to Cuba and her people, we will have done well by them 
indeed. 

But, after all, is it not about time that we were b~ai.nni:ng to look 
after the interests and the necessities of our own people at home 
and le s after those beyond the seas? Let us, then, begin to look 
more to our own homes, to our own people and their interests, 
than to those of foreign lands and distant climes. Our conti
nental domain is vast, OUT people progressive, enterprising, and 
homogeneous; our resources boundless and varied, the develop
ment of which has scarcely yet begun; our Government the best 
the world has ever seen; our destiny tile grandest and our future 
the brightest of all the nations of the earth if we but curb ouT 
greed for territorial aggrandizement. So, let us then, as repre
sentatives of the people, withdraw our gaze from across the seas 
and direct our attention and energies to the up building of our own 
country, to the end that her people may be prosperous and their 
condition improved. [Applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the measure under consider
ation proposes a reciprocal agreement with Cuba to continue in 
force until the 1st day of December, 1903, whereby the products 
of Cuba, principally sugar and tobacco, are to enter our markets 
upon the payment of 20 per cent less than the duties imposed on 
like articles from other countries, and OUT products and manufac
tures are to enter Cuba with at least a like reduction of duty. 

The consideration of this measure involves a recognition of the 
relations we sustain toward Cuba; as were the question presented 
simply one of a reciprocal agreement with a foreign country for 
the purpose of securing trade advantages, the situation would be 
greatly simplified. We shall stand before the world when the 
Cuban Government shall have been fully organized as her 
sponser and protector, and the Cuban people are justified in main
taining that the Platt amendment, qualifying, as it does, their 
complete independence, places us under at least a moral obliga
tion t<> give their interests some consideration. 

I do not think there can be any question in the mind of any 
honest investigator relative to the critical industrial condition 
impending in Cuba as a result of the present low price of 
sugar-her principal product. It seems to me that the testimony 
is conclusive that sugar can not be produced there on the average 
for less than 2 cents per pound, and one does not need to be much 
of a mathematician to appreciate the fact that with sugar selling 
at from two to three tenths of a cent per pound less than that 
sum, the planter and sugar raiser is suffering a very considerable 
loss, and that therefore whatever present conditions are it will be 
but a short timo until the planters and producers of sugar are in 
sore financial sti·aits, and the labor of the islands either out of 
employment or forced to accept a considerably reduced wage. 

Some gentlemen dismiss the consideration of this phase of the 
situation with the flippant suggestion that we are not responsible 
for the present depression of the sugar market, nor for the results 
which may follow in Cuba as the effect of that depression. But 
I submit that, having assumed the role of the liberator, guardian, 
and godfather to Cuba, we can not within a day or a week or a 
month after her government is established throw off all responsi
bility with regard to her, either in fairness to Cuba or in justice 
to ourselves, particularly in view of the fact that in turning her 
loose to walk alone among the nations of the earth we are keeping 
a very substantial leading string upon her in the Platt amend
ment. But our obligations to Cuba by reason of the peculiar re
lation we sustain to her is but one and in my mind not the control
ling factor in this situation. Free Cuba, to be successful, must 
be prosperous. Depressed industrial conditions, low wages, lack 
of employment, means trouble for the new government: possibly 
serious trouble. Serious trouble means intervention, and inter
vention, in my opinion, would necessitate annexation, 

I have attempted to approach this subject from the broad stand
point or sound public policy as I understand it. Whatever bias 
I have in the matter comes from a lively interest in the growing 
beet-sugar industry of the nation-an industry which has made 
wonderful progress in the last few years, and which, in my opin
ion, is destined to have a still more remarkable development in 

the years to come. .As a friend of the beet-sugar industry: as a 
wellwisher of the cane-sugar industry of the country, as one de- • 
sirou.s of putting off as long as possible the ineviiable day of Cu'Lan. 
annexation, with its fatal competition under free-trade rehtions 
with a number of American industries, I feel it my duty to sup
port any reasonable measure calculated, as I believe the measure 
now before us is, to aid in maintaining at least a reasonable degree 
of prosperity in Cuba in order that the new government may be 
inaugurated and established without the immediate embarrass
ment of depressed industrial conditions, which would inevitably 
create discontent, disorder, and either a demand for annexation 
on the part of the Cuban people or the necessity of it as the result 
of an enforced intervention by us. · 

The necessity or the advisability of some action on our part to 
relie-ve the threatened industrial crisis in Cuba owing to the low 
price of Sllo0'3.I', being admitted, the question arises, can we pro
vide an adequate remedy without injury to any American indus
try or hardship to any class of .American citizens? If we can not, 
then whatever our obligation to Cuba may be, our first duty is to 
our own citizens and their interests are entitled to our fir t con
sideration. But, Mr. Chairman, it is fortunate both for the United 
States and her people, and for Cuba as well, that the proposed 
legislation while affording reasonable relief, can by no possibility 
disastrously affect the industries or the welfare of our own 
citizens. 

Even were the proposed reduction of 20 per cent in favor of 
Cuba on our sugar tariff to affect the market price of sugar to the 
American consumer by that amount, and thus to that extent re
duce the protection now offered to the beet-sugar producers, I be
lieve the legislation would be justifiable ill view of the benefits 
we would derive from it, and the fact that in my opinion the beet
sugar producer would still have adequate protection. But no 
one believes that the agreement proposed will in any wise affect 
the protection afforded the beet-sugar producer by OUT sugar 
tariff, for the price of sugar to the consumer will be fixed then as 
now by the cost of that portion of OUT imports of sugar which is 
bought in the open markets of the world and which pays our full 
tariff duties. 

It seems to me that the argument which has been advanced 
that the Ted~ction of duty on Cuban sugar will not go to the 
Cuban planter is scarcely worthy of serious consideration. Surely 
th~ Cuban plauoor will not be simple enough to accept a lower 
price for his product than is paid at the same time and place for 
a similar article. It is the first time that I ever heard of the possi
bility of there being two prices for th~ same article at the same 

. time and in the same market. 
The gentleman from :Minnesota [lir. MoRRIS] in his remarks a 

few moments ago quoted from quite a startling array of fi~es 
in the attempt to prove that the planters of Hawaii have not been 
receiving a price for their sugar to which they are entitled by 
reason of free entry into our markets. I do not pretend to ques
tion the accuracy of the gentleman's figures, but I spent a month 
in Hawaii three years ago, during which time I made some study 
of the sugar industry there, largely because, being interested in 
the growth of the beet-sugar industry in this country, I was anx
ious to learn whether that industry could survive in free compe
tition with cane sugar grown under as favorable conditions as 
existed in Hawaii. 

Among oth.er inquiries I made of the Hawaiian planters was in 
regard to the price they received for their product. I had heard 
a good deal of the all-powerful sugar trust, and was anxious to 
know whether that organization had been able to rob the .Ameri
can planter of any of the benefits derived from free access to our 
markets. 

The planters with whom I talked informed me that they had 
an agreement whereby they sold their sugar to the agents of the 
Ametican refineries at a price equivalent to the New York price 
of sugar on the day their sugar landed in San Francisco, l&a the 
difference in n·eight rates. I ask the attention of my friend ·from 
Minnesota [Mr. MoRRIS] to this as the testimony of Hawaiian 
planters themselves three years ago. The gentleman has con
tended that the Hawaiian planter is not getting the full benefit of 
the relief from the payment of .the American duty, wherea-s 
Hawaiian planters said to me--and a number of them made the 
same statement-that they had an agreement whereby they were 
paid for their sugar, on the day it landed in San Franci£co, the 
price of the same quality of sugar, duty paid, on the same day in 
the markets of New York, less an agreed adjustment of freights. 
So they received absolutely all that their sugar was worth and all 
of the benefit of the remission of tariff duty. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is another side to this question. 
This is by no means a one-sided arrangement which we are enter
ing into, but a reciprocal agreement under which, in my opinion, 
we will eventually be large gainers in the matter of trade. Cuba, 
e-ven in her present undeveloped condition, just emerging from a 
long continued and devastating war, with but a small proportion 
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of her land under cultivation, has a trade of $38,000,000 per an
num which now goes to other countries than ours. We can not 
hope or expect to get. all of this trade under the reciprocity agree
ment proposed, but I believe we are as ured of securing a large 
portion of it, and as Cuba increases in population, and the pur
chasing power of her citizens increases, as it will rapidly, there 
can be no doubt but what our trade with her will very largely in
crease in consequence of the trade advantages we are to gain 
under the provisions of this measure. 

It is inevitable, in my opinion, that Cuba should some time be
come a part of the United States. As I have stated before, my 
hope is that this union will be long delayed.. I believe it is. best 
for the people of the United States and for the people of Cuba 
that it should be. We are neither prepared for free competition 
with her sugar tobacco, and other products, nor would it be well 
to invite at this time the settlement of the numerous political and 
social questions the annexation of Cuba would bring. 

My eloquent friend who addressed the committee a short time 
ago, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH], said 
that from the standpoint of the beet-sugar producer he had no 
fear of the effect of Cuban annexation. Whatever the probabil
ities of that event may be. there is no doubt whatever in my mind 
that the annexation of Cuba, with Cuban sugar free, means the 
death of the beet-sugar industry of tha United States. . 

It has been said that the cot of the production of sugar in 
Cuba is 2 cents a pound. I believe that is about the cost in all 
tropical countries. It has been contended by the gentlemen who 
say they rept·esent the beet-sugar people on this floor that sugar 
can be produced in Cuba for less than 2 cents a pound. That 
may be possible. The testimony before the Committee on Ways 
and Means was that it cost 4 cents a pound to produce beet sugar. 
One gentleman alone of all those before the committee, I believe, . 
said that beet sugar might ultimately be produced in the United 
States for 3t cents a pound. 

Let us say that in the future, by improved processes-by the 
reduction of the wages of American labor, if you will, which 
heaven forbid-the cost of beet sugar in the United States may 
be brought to 3 cents a pound, or t cent lower than the lowest 
estimate. Then, supposing the cost of the production of cane 
sugar shall not go below 2 cents a pound, there is still an advan
tage to the cane-sugar producers of Cuba of a cent a pound. 
This would be $20 a ton and allowing four tons to the acre, it 
would be an advantage of $80 an acre. As the average production 
in Cuba is considerably above that the advantage is greater. 
In Hawaii they produce as high as 12 tons of sugar on one acre 
of land; and if they had the advantage of only 1 cent a pound 
over the beet-sugar producer, it would be 12 times $20 an acre or 
240 an acre of clear profit to the Hawaiian sugar planter, above 

the cost of producing sugar from beets in the United States. 
Is there any po sibility or probability that an acre will ever be 

sown to sugar beets anywhere in America after the day when 
Cuba shall become a part of this Union? In my opinion such a 
union means inevitably the destruction of the beet-sugar industry 
in this country and of the 9ane-sugar industry as well, unless in 
that day we provide for those industries by high bounty. 

Remember that Cuba has never produced sugar under the most 
improved methods; that Hawaii produces more sugat· to the acre 
and produces it more cheaply, except where she irrigates, than 
Cuba has ever done; that when they shall give up the slovenly 
methods of perennial crops in Cuba, which is not a cheap method 
of rai ing ugar, but an expensive one; when they shall come to 
the Hawaiian system of planting every other crop they will pro
duce sugar even more cheaply than they do now, and when that 
time comes does anyone imagine that the beet-sugar industry of 
America shall survive unless protected by a bounty? 

So, as a friend of the beet-sugar industry, I am anxious to put 
off as long as possible the day when Cuba shall ask to become part 
of the Union, or when we shall be compelled to take hEh· in order 
to prevent continual uprisings there. 

I believe the sure t way to postpone annexation is to insure 
Cuba industrial tranquillity, which, I believe, this measure will 
tend to do. It is best both for us and for the Cubans, in my opin
ion, that for a time they address themselves as an independent 
people to the task of working out the problems of self-govern
ment. 

Inasmuch, however, as Cuban annexation is one of the certain
ties of the· future, it is of vast importance to us that when Cuba 
shall come ii:.to the Union she shall pre ent no more serious social 
and racial problems than those presented by her present popula
tion; that there shall not be added to these the difficulties and com
plications of dealing with a large population of cooly laborers, and 
therefore that feature of this legislation which provides for her 
adoption of our Chinese exclusion and immigration laws is of vast 
importance-of such importance that, in my opinion, we would 
be largely justified in this legislation by the promise it holds out 
of excluding from Cuba undesirable classes of immigrants, if 
there were no other considerations involved. 

The mea-sure before us is in complete harmony with the Repub
lican policy of reciprocity in that it promises us large returns in 
increased trade without menace or danger to any American indus
try. It keep faith with the Cubans, who have reason to expect 
from us advantageous trade relations in exchange for like bene
fits in our trade with them. In brief it might properly be called 
a bill for the purpo e of keeping faith with Cuba; of insuring 
industrial prosperity and political tranquillity there, with a view 
of postponing annexation and free trade with her in sugar and 
tobacco; of adding largely to the trade and commerce of the 
United States, and for the exclusion from a contiguous territory, 
which some day will become a part of the United States, of per
sons who would be harmful and unfair competitors with our peo
ple while Cuba remains an independent republic and undesirable 
citizens when she becomes a part of the American Union. 

I believe the legislation is wise, that it will be beneficial to 
Cuba and her people, and to the Government and people of the 
United States as well. No class of men should more heartily sup
port it than those especially interested in the beet and cane sugar 
industries of the United States, for it disposes, in my opinion, for 
a long time to come, of the most serious menace with which they 
have or will be threatened-that of Cuban annexation. Above 
all else, it is in keeping with the high aims and purposes of the 
American people in all their dealings with Cuba, and completes 
and rounds out undertakings and legislation in her behalf which 
will ever reflect credit and glory on the Republic and, in the full
ness of time, work to our material advantage as well. [Applause.] 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, addressing myself to the 
pending measure, I de8ire to call the attenti'Jn of the House to 
one peculiar fa<lt connected with this bill, and that is that the 
Ways and Means Committee have reported a bill for our con
sideration that meets with the unqualified approval of no per on 
in all these United States: a bill that is not the embodiment of 
the wishes and desires or convictions of any member of the Ways 
and Means Committee. which is not the embodiment of the views 
of any Democrat upon this side of the Chamber, of any Repub
lican on the other side, and is not in response to the demands of 
those who speak for Cuba and ask at the hands of Congress relief 
for the Cuban people. So that in voting upon this measure upon 
its final passage, if it be unamended, as I prophesy that it will 
be, every man will be called upon either to swallow a bill which 
is not in accordance with his judgment or to reject it because in 
his judgment it is unwise and indefensible. 

Now, it is not for me to say to the Democratic members of this 
House that no Democrat can vote for this measure. It would ill 
become any proponent of this bill to say that all Democrats must 
vote for this bill if they are Democrats. I trust the time will 
never come in this country when Democrats are bound as Demo
crats to support a bill as a Democratic proposition which after 
weeks of deliberation, dissension, and divisions among the Repub
lican members of this House is reported as a Republican mea ure. 
To do so many Republicans had to surrender their judgment, 
compromise their differences. and yield to party discipline that 
the bill might be reported to the House without the aid of Demo
cratic votes. 

Therefore if it is charged, as it has been unjustly charged, that 
those of us upon this side of the Chamber who oppo e the bill 
are following the lead of members who are interested in beet sugar 
or in cane sugar and that we desire protection for those indus
tries, I will not retort by saying that you are trying to protect . 
the protected monopolies of this country, which by this bill ob
tain 20 per cent protection in Cuba in addition to the protection 
which they enjoy at home. If I had to make choice, however, 
betwePn the Democracy of Louisiana and the Republicanism of 
Pennsylvania, arrayed upon opposite sides on this bill. I would 
have no cause to hesitate. The Louisiana Democrats simply in
sist that Cuban competition will destroy the value of Louisiana 
sugar plantations· that this bill will not benefit Cuban producers 
or American consumers but will enrich the '' sugar trust.' ' 

I am willing, for my part, to cast my vote with the Democrats 
·of Louisiana and members representing the agricultural interests 
of this country [applause] in the West engaged in raising beets 
and attempting to compete with the "sugar trust ' in refining 
sugar, and say to my brother Democrats. without reflecting upon 
them, if you prefer the Democracy of Mr. PAYNE of New York, 
and of Mr. DALZELL of Pennsylvania, "the high priest of pro
tection'' [laughter], and to follow the Republican majority re
porting this bill, you are at liberty to make your choice and I 
will make mine. 
. Now, let me ask, why is this bill here? In my judgment it is 
here because the American Sugar Refining Company commonly 
called the " sugar trust," has found west of the ~fissis ippi River 
a competitor in the beet-sugar producers, who are also the beet
sugar refiners. 

In the testimony given before the Ways and Means Committee 
it was shown that Willet and Grey in October, 1901, before the 
present agitation had begun, said that the cause of the trouble 
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between the American Sugar Refining Company and the beet re
fineries was that the American beet-sugar men would not confine 
themselves alone to the business of raising raw sugar, but in
sisted upon getting into the busine s of refining sugar. Willet 
and Grey are recognized as the sugar trust's organ. Now, in 
pursuit of the plan to control the sugar markets of the United 
States the sugar trust went out West and into the Missom·i 
Valley and made a reduction of 2 cents a pound on refined sugar 
after the beet-sugar men ha-d made contracts for future delivery 
based upon the market price. -

The beet sugar refineries instead of meeting that price and 
sacrificing their property simply offered to fill their orders with 
Ame::dcan Sugar Refining sugar at the market price, and the 
American Sugar Refining Company had to raise the price and 
leave that field unoccupied, as it could not afford to stand the loss 
which it had planned to inflict upon the beet-sugar refineries 
and thus force its only competitor to the wall. 

Now, the next thing, Mr. Havemeyer, the head of the great 
"sugar trust," gave out an interview in which he declared-~nd 
I have that also from the testimony before the Ways and Means 
Committee-" that Congress ought to put raw sugar upon the 
free list." Notice, he wants raw sugar, not refined, to come in 
n·ee. Why? ·Because if the "sugar trust," which is practically 
the sole buyer of raw sugar in this country and refiner of cane 
sugar, can get raw sugar upon the free list from Cuba, or raw 
sugar at a reduced price from Cuba and leave the duty or differ
ential upon refined sugar, it will not be compelled to reduce its 
exactions upon the American coru;umer, but it can take the ac
tion of Congress as a club to compel the Louisiana cane-sugar 
producers and the beet-sugar producers of this country to sell 
their products at a reduced price and force the beet-sugar men to 
stop refining sugar. 

Then the "sugar trust" would be in undisputed control of this 
market and the Cuban market. Thus began a campaign to man
ufacture a belief that Cuba urgently needed relief. By enlisting 
all the newspapers they could, sending out circulars through 
their agents, Willet and Grey, and other devices, they sought to 
impose upon the people of this country the idea that there was 
great distress in Cuba that must be relieved, trusting to our gen
erosity and humanity to go to the rescue at any cost. . 

Next, the Secretary of War, who is not only a great soldier, 
ranking the Lieutenant-General of the Army, but is also a great 
lawyer, submits a very scholarly report to Congress in which he 
tells us our duty and describes conditions in Cuba. And yet, 
when the Ways and Means Committee meet to discuss what shall 
be done, it develops that that gentleman and soldier knows noth
ing about it himself except such reports as have been given to 
him ex parte from other sources. 

And then comes another gentleman, who is a most admirable 
soldier and, I understand, a splendid doctor, General Wood, who 
sends out a circular letter for our consideration about economic 
conditions in Cuba, attempting to show that it costs at least 2 
cents per pound to make raw sugar in Cuba and that at present 
prices bankruptcy must come. Yet, when confronted by some of 
General Wood's statements, one of the main witnesses before the 
Ways and Means Committee, Mr. Atkins, of Boston! merchant, 
sugar planter, trust refining magnate, and the owner of large 
plantations in Cuba, said: 

While General Wood is a. most estimable gentleman, and I would take his 
opinion on all military matters without question and a.s pertaining to the 
government of Cuba., I should prefer my own opinion in regard to the pro
duction of cane. 

Thus General Wood was repudiated as an expert in such mat
ters by the very gentlemen who appeared here in the interest of 
this measure. It was shown also that General Wood had made 
a mistake of nearly 1 per sack in the price of raw sugar, esti
mating it that much too low. General Wood did not appear him
self, but sent Colonel Bliss, collector of the port of Havana, as his 
representative before the committee. Colonel Bli s, when asked 
about the cost of production of sugar, said in substance: 

I expeeted you gentlemen ha.d found that out for yourselves. I a.m not an 
expert on that business. 

Thus, when you come to the agencies that have created this 
sentiment, it resolves itself down to the American "sugar trust, " 
to misinformed newspapers, to the Secretary of War, who had 
no information on the subject except that communicated to him 
by General Wood; to General Wood, who had no information on 
the subjed as an expert; to the President, who relied upon Gen
eral Wood. and American speculators owning plantations in 
Cuba and also closely allied with the " sugar trust." 

Now, that was still insufficient' to secure favorable action, and 
the "sugar trust' joined forces with the manufacturing and 
industrial trusts of t his country, with the understanding that 
Cuba. should have forced upon her a preferential duty of 20 per 
cent in favor of American indu tries seeking a market there. 
Then the industrial trusts of this country got behind the move-

ment, and with this combination of philanthropists, with this 
great aggregation of unselfish talent behind it, we have the re
markable spectacle c~the chairman of the Ways.andMeans Com
mittee presenting this bill, which he himself originally opposed, 
and-a sight to make angels weep-almost shedding tears over the 
distresses of the poor Cuban. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and fellow-members, you may convince me 
some day that the moon is made of green cheese, that a black 
crow can become white, but you will never convince me that a 
Republican majority in Congress or elsewhere will advocate a 
bill purely and alone upon the ground of sympathy for some 
country in which they have no interest other than that of hu
manity. 

If we are going to pass this bill from the standpoint of distress 
in Cuba, before we give up $8,000,000 of our revenue without any 
reduction to the American consumer, there ought to be a suffi
cient showing. first, that distress exists there and, second, that 
the measure will relieve it. 

Now, as to the question of the distress in Cuba. I admit that 
they have a condition down there such as confJ.·onted the people 
of the South after the civil war. They have their plantations 
mortgaged for perhaps twice-that is the testimony-of their 
value. These plantations are owned not by Cubans but by 
Spaniards and by American speculators who have gone there since 
the war with Spain to exploit that country. 

I know that there is one gentleman, a Republican, a personal 
friend of mine, Mr. Hawley, then a member of Congress, who 
told me when this era of expansion set in that the acquisition of 
the Philippine Islands and the annexation of Cuba would destroy 
the value of every plantation in the State of Louisiana, where he 
then had farms, and destroy the value of every plantation en
gaged in the business of raising beets. Then he was radically 
against such a policy. Now, since the war with Spain he has 
gone down to Cuba and, with Mr. Havemeyer and other American 
sugar-refining magnates, he is at the head of a syndicate that has 
a 75,000-acre farm or plantation or hacienda, or whatever you 
call it, and has either sold out in Louisiana or else his plantations 
are thrown upon the market. 

Now we want to relieve him, and we want to relieve those gen
tlemen who own plantations; and yet Mr. Hawley stated in his 
testimony, and he ought to know, that Louisiana sugar can not 
be produced for less than 3t cents, and that any price less than 
that would make the Louisiana plantations of no value, and he 
was a witness advocating reciprocity. 

Now, this reduction of 20 per cent on raw sugar will make the 
tariff 1.34 cents a pound. If, as the experts from the Agricultural 
Department say, sugar can be produced in Cuba from 1.25 cents 
to 1. 75 cents or 1.50 cents per pound on an average, or as the Aus
trian or French experts say, for 1-! cents to 1t cents, then, accord
ing to Mr. Hawley's own statement, this bill will let in raw sugar 
at a price that will give relief to Spanish owners of sugar planta
tions, that will give relief to Mr. Havemeyer and associates, but 
it will be a tariff that will make every plantation in Louisiana an 
undesirable investment. · 

Now, my friends, I am ready to put the Democracy of Louisi
ana to any Democratic test; I am ready to put the beet-sugar 
raisers of this country to any Democratic test. When you are 
ready to take off from the '' Dingley tariff '' some part or all of 
its exactions upon the American consumer, I will go to the Demo
crats in Louisiana, I will go to the Democrats from the West, and 
say,"' You must stand your pro rata of the reduction upon tariff 
duties until it is reduced to a revenue basis; and if you do not 
submit to it, you had best join the Republican party; " but I will 
never go to the Democrats of Louisiana, or the Democrats from 
the beet-sugar raising States, and say to them, '' There is one thing 
only upon the whole tariff list--sugar-that by reason of the dif
ferential in favor of refined sugar, reducing the tariff on raw 
sugar will give no benefit to the consumer, and yet, not for the 
purpose of reducing taxation to consumers here, not to relieve 
Cuba, but to satisfy the rapacity of the 'sugar trust' and the 
overprotected industries of this country, desiring to get a prefer
ential rate of duty in Cuba, without abating any of then· exac
tions upon the American people; you must surrender and submit 
to such a proposition for fear it might appear we had voted against 
a reduction of the tariff." 

We oughtneve1· to make suchademand upon our fellow-Demo
crats who represent the farmers of Louisiana and the beet sugar 
raisers of the West. Now, then, as to the distress. Every witness 
before the committee-if I misstate the proposition I invite cor
rection-every witness stated that there is no distress in Cuba at 
present. Colonel Bliss, the collector of the port of Habana, who 
was sent here as the Government representative, testified that 
there was no suffering in Cuba, and that all labor was employed; 
that the wages for agricultural labor was from $21 to $30 per 
month. 

Every witness testified that every man that wants to work in 
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Cuba can get work at wages not less than $21 to 30 per month. 
All the witnesses testified that the price for labor in Cuba ex
ceeds the wages paid in the South for agricultm·al labor, and 
every gentleman here who comes from that section knows that is 
true. But they say that it is not the distress now, but it is the dis
tress that will come for which we must provide relief. Why, 
they are paying from 12 to 18 per cent in Cuba for money, and 
yet they are holding on to their whole crop of sugar. Down in 
my country, when cotton got to 4-t cents a pound, and they can 
not raise it for less than 6 cents, the Federal Government did not 
come to our aid. _ 

Out in Kansas, when they burned corn for fuel and they were 
mortgaged up to their eyes, the Federal Government neve1· came 
to their relief. What did we do? Simply passed a national 
bankruptcy law that people who had their property mortgaged 
for twice what it was worth might liquidate and start out even 
again. Yet they say we must pass this bill in order to relieve 
Cuba. It will not help Cuban laborers nor the little farmer that 
has already sold his crop, because he work€d on the shares. It 
can only help, if anyone, those people who have piled up the 
sugar down there, able to hold it and pay 12 to 18 per cent to for
eign banks and carry on farms that are mortgaged to twice their 
value-and the gentlemen who have gone down there in Cuba 
expecting to make more money than the present price of sugar 
will permit. 

Now, it is a significant fact that in almost every instance the 
men who have bought sugar plantations in Cuba since the Span
ish war are also connected directly or indirectly with the Ameri
can sugar trust. It is also worthy of mention that since this bill 
has been agitated the price of" sugar trust ': stock advances as 
the prospect brightens for its passage. Now, then, suppose dis
tress does or will exist there because of the very low price of sugar 
everywhere; are we under any such obligations to the Cubans as 
requires us to make good to them the loss upon a crop which 
everybody concedes is over produced in the world to the extent of 
a million or more tons? The witnesses all tell us that the present 
low price of sugar is due to the fact that there is a million or 
more tons on the market more than the world can consume; that 
all Cuban sugar comes here, and the ' sugar trust" is practically 
the only purchaser for it. 

The gentleman from New York [1\Ir. PAYNE] yesterday, when 
my colleague from Texas [MI·. RANDELL] asked him: 

As you state that the price o! sugar will not be reduced to the consumer 
here, and the r eduction in our revenue will be between SG,(XX),OOO and 7,(XX),(XX) 
on sugar if there is no competition in this country in reference to the pur
chaser of raw sugar, how does the Cuban hope to get an increase in price? 
Why can not the purchaser put it in his pocket?-

made this answer: 
The sugar trust has got to h:we the sugar as much as the planter has got 

to sell it. If they do not buy it of them, they must go to Germany-and if they 
go to Germany they must pay more for it--or they must take this sugar. 
Each one is independent of the other. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the explanation of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. P.A.nm] does not explain. The trust can go to 
Hamburg or to Cuba as it chooses. The Cuban planter can not 
go to Hamburg, because over there, after paying half his sugar 
is worth to get it there, he will find a surplus of more than a 
million tons in excess of the world's demand for sugar. That he 
can not go there is evidenced by the fact that he can not go there 
now but must come here and sell to the trust the entire Cuban 
product and pay the present tariff rates. On the other hand, if 
we reduce the tariff on the Cuban sugar coming here 20 per cent, 
and the trust does not care to give the Cubans the benefit of it, 
it will simply say, "I do not care to buy your sugar." 

The gentleman from New York says that" the trust has got to 
have it," when the proof shows that the product of sugar in Cuba 
is about 800,000 tonsl while the world s surplus is more than a 
million tons. The trust can thus refuse to buy from the Cubans 
and fill from this surplus supply all its demands for American con
sumption until the Cuban gets ready to sell to the trust at the 
price the trust is willing to pay. If the Cuban is able to hold out 
against the trust, he is certainly not in such a. distressed condi
tion as to need relief from us. So, Mr. Chairman, while his an
swer might have been satisfactory to the gentleman from New 
York, I do not think my colleague was very much enlightened 
thereby. [Laughter.] 

Now Mr. Chairman, they say there is distress in Cuba and it 
is our duty to relieve it. I have attempted to show that distress 
does not exist there, and if it did, I deny that it is our duty tore
lieve it. It was well said by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
MORRIS] that' we have expended 250,000,000 in giving the Cu
bans their liberty." We relieved them of about $300 000,000 in
debtedness to Spain. We have also establi hed splendid sanitary 
conditions in Habana. I know that to be the fact because I have 
visited that city since General Wood began his splendidly inaugu
rated system. It occurred to me while I was there that General 
Wood was putting sanitation, l:ike any other good doctor, ahead 

of everything else· he ws.s investigating that and applying his 
ability thereto a-s his fir t consideration. He had the penitentiary 
there cleaner than this hall. He had all the old Spanish barracks 
cleaned out and had converted them into schools. He has done a 
splendid work, and I have no criticism to make of him. 

But, say some, we are underobligations togive Cuba trade con
cessions because we forced the Platt amendment upon her, and 
she can not thereby make commercial treaties with any country 
other than this. That claim is not worthy attention. The only 
provision in regard to treaties in the " Platt amendment" is 
''that Cuba shall not enter into any treaty with any foreign power 
which will impair her independence." One need not be a lawyer 
to understand that this provision has no application to commer
cial treaties. No Democrat will contend that a commercial treaty, 
which is always made to further freer trade relations is in any 
sense the impairment of the independence of either contracting 
party. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if there was distress in Cuba, and we were 
under obligations to relieve it, in my judgment the pending bill 
would not relieve the distress or discharge the obligation . All 
the witnesses testified before the Committee on Ways and Means 
that the reduction provided in this bill from the tariff on Cuban 
sugar would not save the sugar planters. President Roosevelt is 
on record as saying so; Governor-General Wood says so; Colonel 
Bliss says so; president-elect af the Cuban Republic, Mr. Palma, 
says so. They are the friends of reciprocity with Cuba. We who 
oppose the bill deny that it will benefit the Cuban planters, but 
claim that the '' sugar trust'' will pocket the 1·eduction. Colonel 
Bliss, the friend of reduction, only estimated that 30 per cent of 
the reduction would go to Cuban planters. 

What will become of the other $5,000,000 of our revenues which 
we are asked to vote away, even if the trust does not pocket the 
entire concession, a.s we claim? There is no gentleman on this 
side of the Chamber who will deny that it is in the power of the 
'' sugar trust'' to put a.Jl this concession into their pockets. They 
say if the trust does so that we will thl·ow the responsibility on 
the trust; we will go before the American people and denounce 
the trust. I would like to know whom you would get to trust 
you if your legislation in Congress is such as to enable th~ trust 
to pocket $6,000 000 to $8,000,000 unless generously inclined to 
divide with the Cubans? It is not necessary to do this to con
vince the American people that the trust is a public enemy-some
thing that everybody who is not in a. trust now admits. 

Besides, Mr. Chairman, this bill is unfair to Cuba. at this time. 
If we want to be honest with the Cubans, if we think it right to 
give them some concessions and that concessions are necessary to 
relieve distress we should simply reduce the tariff upon Cuban 
goods coming in here. Their tariff now upon our goods is less 
than one-third of the rates we charge them. We have a military 
government down there under General Wood. We had him fix 
these low rates of duty upon our goods going there. Wd have a 
Congress here. Why not simply lower om· rates upon her goods 
coming here, without driving a conscienceless bargain such as 
this? There is nobody authorized to represent the Cubans. I 
asked the gentleman from New York yesterday who was author
ized to represent the Cubans or to agTee for them. He sai.d no 
one, so far as he knew. Now, in May the Cubans will have a gov
ernment of their own choosing; that is, speaking theoretically--

Mr. CLARK. Ironically. 
Mr. BALL of Texas. Yes; ironically as the gentleman from 

Missomi says, because it so happens that the American author
ities in Cuba, no doubt tmder instructions from the Republican 
Administration here, forced Cuba to elect a man for president of 
the new republic that had not set his foot upon her soil for twenty
five years. He is said to be with the trust himself. Still Cuba 
will have her own government in May. If we were not absOlutely 
hypocritical in our professions, if relief for Cuba was our object, 
we would at this time lower our duties upon Cuban products 
temporarily and wait until authorized representatives of Cuba 
could treat with us as to future trade relations. But that would 
not satisfy the " steel trust," the " beef trust," and all the other 
"trusts." 

The " steel trust" and the "beef trust," the latter of which 
has within the last few days fixed the price of beef at such a figure 
as will cost the American consumers $100,000,000 per annum, have 
said, "Before you shall relieve Cuba. you must make them give 
us the trade that we may be able to get there, not at the 20 per 
cent reduction, but with a tariff of 20 per cent in our favor as 
against all the nations of the earth.'' The tariff in Cuba against 
them is only 5 per cent now. They want 20 per cent preferential 
there, and are willing to n·ade off the snga1· interests here to get 
it, although the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. D.A.LZELL] is 
reported to have said he would die in the last ditch'' before he 
would consent to a reduction of om· duty on steel. 

I yesterday questioned the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
P A ThTE] as to whether it was not the fact that if the Cubans were 

; 

I 
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unable to grant or did not grant all the concessions that the bill Government. It is not my purpose to assail Democrats who in
asks-that if they refused to exempt a single article out of the sist upon voting for this bill. 
thousands which we send them from the demanded reduction, or I know that it does not commend itself to any Democrat here, 
to pass our immigration laws, whether then this bill would not and yet many Democrats will vote for it. No doubt the objec
fall to the ground, and relief be refused Cuba. And the gentle- tions which are so potent with me are not so vital with them. 
man answered, "Yes." Perhaps this is due to inability to agree either with my premises 

I say, then, that it is unfair and hypocritical for gentlemen to I or conclusions. If they could see it as I do, they would conclude 
come here and under the guise of humanity make a plea for " dis- that there is not a line of Democratic thought in the bill from 
tressed Cuba/' and at the same time say," We have put a military caption to finish. It is Republican in essence and substance and 
government over you; we have elected a president for you who not in form only. It will bring no reduction in taxation to con
has not been in your country for a quarter of a century; you are sumers here. It will result in a loss of revenue of from six to 
on the verge of ruin, yet if you do not consent to this hard bar- eight millions of dollars. 
gain if you do not agree to it, you can starve and go into bank- The ''sugar trust'' will be the chief if not the only beneficiary 
rupky or go to a warme1· place than Cuba. of the revenue we surrender. Under it we begin a system by 

Mr. KLEBERG. And it is also proposed to require them to which the taxing power of the Government, under the gui e of 
keep out the immigrants that we do not want there. reciprocity, is converted into an instrument of barter and trade 

Mr. BALL of Texas. Yes. As suggested by my colleague with other countries, which followed up would prevent any such 
[Mr. KLEBERG], we propose to f<;>r~e upon ~h~m our immigration thi;ng.as ta::ur reform and ~ngage us.in a war of reprisa~s andre
laws without regard to whether It IS to therr mterest to have such taliat10n With other countries. It gives double protection t.o the 
laws or not. We propose to put into the hands of the President great trusts of the country. It forces Cuba to abandon a revenue
of the United States legislative, judicial, and executive powers tariff system and adopt a protective-tariff syst.em for the benefit 
that he may present to the Cuban people a bill that is more oner- of protected industries here. 
ous in its conditions than was the Platt amendment, against co!'l"sUMERS WILL NOT BE BENEFITED. 

which every gentleman on this side of the Chamber voted. Now, as to the first proposition. All the witnesses before the 
I can not favor such cant and hypocrisy. If the Republican Ways and Means Committee, for and against the bill, as well as 

majority in this House desire to pass this bill, let them be honest the" sugar trust," which is urging it, concedes that this measure 
with themselves and the country. Let them say bluntly and un- will not reduce the price to our consumers, and with this every 
blushingly that before they tum Cuba loose they will take advan- Democratic member of the Ways and Means Committee and 
tage of her distressed condition to impo e upon her a further every Republican member of that committee is agreed. As a 
renunciation of her rights of sovereignty, in order that the trusts Democrat, I undertake to say that there can be no reduction of 
of this country that have fattened upon the American people may tariff in a Democratic sense that does not take off a part of the 
grow richer and more powerful by devouring the substance of tax upon consumers. This proposition is therefore a mere jug-
the Cubans, whose friends you pretend to be. · gling with tariff schedules and not a reduction of taxation. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman from Texas speaks I have endeavored in the cour e of my remarks to demonstrate 
of our enforcing this obligation upon the Cuban people as if it that this condition is brought about by maintaining a differen
were in line with the Platt proposition. Is it not true that it is tial or higher duty upon refined sugar than upon raw sugar com
proposed only to authorize an agreement to be made which the ing here, this differential in favor of the "sugar trust" prohibit
Cubans may, if they choose, assent to, in case they deem it bene- ing the importation of refined sugar here and giving the trust 
ficial to their interest to do so? control of our market. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. That is true; but I will ask the gentle- I object to it, for the second reason, because it takes away, with-
man from Indiana whether he believes that the condition of dis- out reducing the price to the consumer, six to eight millions of 
tress which has here been spoken of exists to-day in Cuba? dollars of revenue from the Federal Treasury and, in my judg-

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I think it does not at this time. ment, puts it into the pockets of the sugar trust. I do not think 
Mr. BALL of Texas. All right. Now, if there is no distress that any Democrat desires to do that. 

down there at this time, if the Cubans are not yet in the possession Now, this is why I say it will go to the sugar trusts: In the first 
of the right of self-government, if nobody authorized to speak for place there is, as I understand it, 10,000,000 tons of sugar raised 
them has asked for the passage of this bill, the American Congress in the world. We constitute one-fifteenth of the population and 
has no right, in order that these American ti·usts may rob those we consume about one-qua1-ter of the sugar raised in the world, 
people, to demand at the hands of the Cubans at this time assent or about two and a half million tons, I believe. We raise of that, 
to this proposition. On the other hand, if it is true that there is from cane and from beets in this country, not counting Hawaii 
distress in that country at the present time, it is hypocritical and and Porto Rico, about 300,000 tons. Taking in the production of 
cowardly for us to demand that in their distressed condition they Hawaii and Porto Rico it makes about a third of our consump
shall make these concessions for the benefit of American indus- tion. The balance is derived equally from Cuba and from foreign 
tries which need no protection there.· markets, as I understand it. · 

Mr. Chairman, with Republican ilissensions and. differences I Now, there is -a million tons of sugar on the market in the world 
have no concern. I am glad to see gentlemen on the other side more than there is demand for consumption. When this bill be
showing a lack of harmony upon this matter. I trust that in the comes a law it reduces the duty upon raw sugar 20 per cent and 
providence of an all-wise Creator the result will be the wiping of retains the differential in favor of the "sugar trust." That dif
a sufficient number of them out of the successful lists at the com- ferential is also reduced 20 per cent, but it will still be one-tenth 
ing elections to give us a chance to look at the books and to put of a cent a pound, which means upon the Cuban sugar $1,600,000 
a check upon unrestrained Republican legislation. per annum at present rates. Now, no one can refine sugar in 

It makes no difference to me that the Republican party, in look- Cuba when he can ship the raw material over here at the same 
ingover the field of American industry, when they framed their price and get $1,600,000 more for it. 
last national platform found only one industry to be made the Consequently there can be no reduction to the consumer except 
subject of a specific promise-only one which it thought required by g1·ace of the trust, and if gentlemen on this side of the Cham
special nurture-and that was the beet and cane sugar interests ber are willing to give away $8,000,000 on a bare chance that it 
of this country, an industry that admittedly can not compete with will reach distressed Cubans in case distress should occur, which 
the favorable climatic and other conditions in Cuba. does not now exist, and trust the American Sugar Refining Com~ 

So the Republican convention solemnly promised those people panytodistributeit, theycertainlyhavefaith to beat the band and 
that when they invested their money in this industry the Repnb- faith sufficient to warrant them in being very hopeful for the here~ 
lican policy would not take any part of their protection away. after. [Laughter.] So far as I am concerned, I decline to take 
It matters not to me that the gentleman from New York said that $8,000,000 of revenue out of the Federal TI"easury and start it on 
this protection would not be disturbed for twenty-five years. I its way to anticipate distress in Cuba and trust the American 
think it is perfectly consistent for the Republican majority at its sugar trust to distribute it. [Applause.] 
own pleasure-I do not criticise them for it-to break any promise Now, as to the policy of reciprocity. Once this so-called I'eci
on earth that they have made in case a different action will I'e- procity is entered upon, what becomes of your tariff schedules ad
dotmd to their advantage. ' justed from the Ameiican standpoint for revenue only? Why, 

The Republican party would be inconsistent to be consistent. they tell me that Thomas Jefferson believed in reciprocity. There 
[Laughter.] I care not what Republican protectionists may do have been more crimes committed in the name of Thomas Jaffer~ 
in this matter. • Gentlemen upon this side of the Chamber who son than there have been in the name of liberty. Men who never 
vote for a Republican Administration measure should not charge vote a Democratic ticket quote Thomas Jefferson. Men who do 
the opponents of the bill with protection proclivities. Certainly, ·not subscribe to anything that Jefferson ever taught or believed 
my objections to the bill are not from a desire to •· protect" any- quote Thomas Jefferson in order to sustain tl1eir arguments. 
body. I am against this bill as a Democrat, and shall point out I undertake to say that Mr. J efieron thrc·'~.g-h his whole lifs 
some of the many reasons why. in my judgment, it contravenes believed in and looked forward t.o and hoped for a lL!l.ppy and pros· 
Democratic theories, touching the use of the taxing power of the verous agricultural and pastoral people. Mr. Jefferson taught 
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that commerce should be the handmaiden of agriculture. He 
never taught that agriculture should be the slave and handmaiden 
of commerce. If any gentleman will show me where Thomas 
Jefferson ever proposed by reciprocal duties to swap off the 
American agricultural interests at any time in order to give great 
corporations and trusts that are robbing our people here and want 
to rob the Cubans abroad entry into foreign markets, then I will 
agree to resign my seat in Congress, and I have no present 
desire to do that. [Laughter.] 

The distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. McCLELLAN] 
quoted Mr. Jefferson to show that he favored reciprocity. The gen
tleman from New York calls upon Mr. Jefferson when it snits his 
purpose. Ifhewere·called upon to follow Jefferson in advocating 
the free coinage of gold and silver, even at the commercial ratio, 
he would say that conditions had changed since Mr. Jefferson's 
time. Since Mr. Jefferson's time we have utterly changed our 
tariff system. We had no Dingley tariff then. We sought only 
to get a market for agricultural products under a policy of free 
trade, or the freest po sible trade. If Mr. Jefferson had views as 
to reciprocity then, conditions were utterly different from those 
now existing. They differed certainly as night from day from 
the reciprocity ideas in this bill. 

In Mr. Jefferson's day our tariff duties were not restrictive of 
free commerce with all nations, while foreign restrictions upon 
our trade and upon our vessels were numerous and vexatious. 
His only idea was by friendly arrangements with the nations, 
where such restriction existed, to secure, by friendly arrange
ments, their repeal, and as a last resort, in ca e of failure, by 
countervailing duties here, which pe greatly deprecated, to com
pel other governments to treat us with the same liberality we 
treated them. Mr. Jefferson said: 

- Free commerce and navigation are not to be given in exchange for restric
tions and vexations. 

In the report from which the gentleman from New York 
.quoted on yesterday, sent to the Honse of Representatives on 
December 16, 1793, Mr. Jefferson, then Secretary of State, advo
cated free trade with all nations or with any nation that would 
accede thereto. Let me read therefrom: 

Would even a. single nation begin with the United States this S¥stem of 
free commerce, it would be advisable to begin it with that nation, smce it is 
one by one only that it can be extended to all. 

Further ·on, from the same document quoted by the gentleman 
from New York, I read: 

Our commerce is certainly of a character to entitle it to favor in most 
countries. The commodities we offer are either necessaries of life or mate
rials for manufacture or convenient subj~cts of revenue, and we take in ex
change either manufactUI"es1 when they have received the last finish of art 
and indust1·y, or mere luxUI'les. 

How different the application of Mr. Jefferson's views from the 
views of the gentleman from New York [Mr. McCLELLAN] em
bodied in this bill. Our tariff laws here were not then restrictive. 
Mr. Jefferson sought a market for agricultural products going 
abroad by giving free trade to finished products coming here. 

Thus he sought to confer a benefit upon the producers and con
sumers of this country alike. This bj.ll proposes leaving the high
protective tariff, by which consumers and taxpayers are subjected 
to monopoly and trust robbery at home, untouched and give these 
monopolies and trusts additional advantages by bringing the 
products of Cuba. agricultural and horticultural, in competition 
here with our agricultural interests in such a way as to inflict a 
loss upon our producers without reduction of taxation to con
sumers and to further emich the " sugar trust." Think of 
Thom~s Jefferson standing for such a policy! 

Why, Mr. Jefferson was trying to open a market for the farmers 
of this country, not for the trusts. No man ought to call upon 
the name of Thomas Jefferson and intimate that he would have 
gone down to a helpless country, tied hand and foot , with .our 
military governor still there, and say to them, "You are starvmg; 
you are distressed; you have nothing but sugar; we will give you 
20 per cent reduction that will not help our consumers, but go to 
the trusts, but unle s you give 20 per cent preferential duty on 
everything manufactured in this countryl which the trusts are 
selling abroad for less than they are selling at home, you may 
starve and your distress go unrelieved.'' Think of Thoma& J ef
ferson proposing a thing like that! . 

Now, reciprocity treaties, when entered upon, mean the sm·ren
der of the constitutional prerogative of this House to originate 
revenue bills. They mean treaties negotiated by the Senate fix
ing all tariff schedules. Over in the Senate, at the other end of 
the Capitol, they have already brought in a report saying that 
they have anthodty-and I believe they have-to negotiate tariff 
treaties without reference to the wishes or convictions of the 
House of Repre entatives. Once done, just as in the oleomarga
rine and the butter fight, upon which my friends from Minnesota 
_and myself are so wide apart, it is a question of the most power
ful industry getting the most votes to cripple another. 

When we once enter upon this programme and mode of adjust
ing tariff schedules, the result will be that you will starta .compe
tition in this country of the great and powerful interests seeking 
to gain entree into foreign markets by making a sa~rifice of the 
weaker vessels. What does that mean? Who are always the 
most powerful? Will organized capital, in the shape of consolida
tion along modern lines, led by those the President of the United 
States calls" captains of industry," be the ones that will go to 
the wall; or will it be the agricultural and horticultural inter
ests of this country that will be sacrificed for trade concession for 
overprotected monopolies? 

What do you think about it? Other countries will have their 
own peculiar interests to consult. There will be certain classes 
of goods that they wish to get in here without regard to our in
terests, and there will be a conflict of interests at home and abroad. 
Instead of adhering to the true doctrine of Mr. Jefferson," Peace, 
amity, and commerce with all nations, entangling alliances with 
none," making tariffs here that all could afford to come and do 
business under upon equal terms, treating them fairly and hon
estly and giving them the same privileges, we will have retaliatory 
measures, reprisals, conflicts of greedy and selfish interests, that 
will make it impossible to form a scientific, properly adjusted 
schedule for revenue for'' the support of the Government hon
estly and economically administered.'' 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Chairman? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has four minutes remaining. 
Mr. BALL of Texas. Now, another thing Mr. Chairman. 

While I do not believe in the formation of ta1iff schedules by re
ciprocity treaties, I am not alone in my opinions. The doctrine 
of reciprocity was inaugurated once before in this country and 
failed, and we are not without Democratic declaration upon that 
point. After Mr. Blaine had negotiated his celebrated reciprocity 
treaties the Democratic party met in convention, in 1892, and made 
the best tariff plank, in my judgment, ever written in the history 
of the Democratic party. It was short, simple, and easily under
stood. It declared what I believe then and now indorse, "that 
the Government is without constitutional power to lay and col
lect taxes except for the support of the Government, honestly and 
economically administered.'' That was and is good Democracy; 
but they did not stop there. The Blaine treaties had then been 
negotiated, and here is what they said about that kind of treaties: 

Trade interchange on the basis of reciprocal advanta~es to the countries 
participating is a. time-honored doctrine of the Democratic faith, but we de
nounce the sham reciprocity which juggles with the people's desire for 
enlarged foreign markets and freeer exchange by pretending to estab
lish closer trade relations for a country whose articles of export are almost 
exclusively agricultural products with other cmmtl·ies that are also agricul
tural, while erecting a custom-house ban·ier of prohibitive tariff taxes against 
the richest, and the countries of the world that stand r eady to take our en
tire sm·plus of products, and to exchange therefor commodities which are 
necessaries and comforts of life among our own people. 

What does this bill propose? Precisely the same character of 
treaty that Mr. Blaine negotiated in the behalf of those same in
terests. That is, the concessions we give are purely to agricultural 
products, a menace to the agricultural interests here, while the 
concessions they give us are to the overprotected interests of this 
country, who, not content with robbing us, desire to go down to 
Cuba and rob them to the tune of 20 per cent more than they are 
now robbing them. So that, as was so tersely and well stated by 
the distinguished gentleman from Ohio, General DICK, whose 
astuteness as a campaign manager is well known," If you adopt 
this policy it means free trade for the farmers and protection for 
the trusts.'' 

I am sure that no Democrat desires to enter upon such a policy. 
There is another o1ljection. The bill gives double protection. 
Can that be Democratic? I can prove this proposition ab olntely 
beyond question; It is not contended that the present prohibitive 
rates of the Dingley bill, which prevent competition with Ameri
can .industrial interests here, will be affected so far as our pro
ducers and consumers are concerned. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. CLARK. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 

may be allowed to conclude his remarks. 
Mr. PAYNE. I would like to know something about that, for 

it is about time to adjourn. 
Mr. BALL of Texas. I do not care to go on to-morrow, and I 

will conclude my remarks in about fifteen minutes. 
Mr. PAYNE. I will not object to fifteen minutes. 
The CHAIRM:AN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani

mous consent that the gentleman ·from Texas may continue for 
fifteen minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. BALL of Texas. The American consumer will not be 
benefited by this bill. How about the trust!?? I have already 
shown that the " sugar trust" is protected here by a differential 
in their favor which gives them· the control of our market by 
naming the price of raw sugar ~9 the producer and refined sugar 
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to the consumer, and that under this bill the differential is still 
1·etained enabling the ' sugar trust ' to buy its raw sugar cheaper 
without the necessity of reducing the price of refined sugar to the 
consumer. It can not be denied also that the present high tariff 
rates effectually prevent foreign competition from forcing a re
duction of the price of articles manufactured by the trusts, which 
control the industrial interests of this country. They are there
fore left unrestrained to garner enormous profits at the expense 
of our people. That is protection number one. 

Now for the double protection. By this bill we do not demand 
of Cuba that she shall reduce her tariffs upon our goods seeking 
a market there. We simply exact at her hands that she must 
charge all other countries with which she deals 20 per cent higher 
duties than she charges us. Therefore American manufacturers 
who are now getting into Cuba upon equal terms with all the 
world will, when this bill becomes a law, be able to tax Cuba 20 
per cent more than her consumers are now paying. In other 
words, we ·protect them here against foreign competition and 
force Cuba to protect them there against all competition. 

Now, does not this give the '' trusts '' double protection? 
But Mr. Chairman and fellow-members , there is one proposi

tion, which is the last I shall make, which ought to condemn 
this measure in Democratic hearts and Democratic minds~a 
proposition that makes the bill absolutely indefensible from a 
Demo~ratic standpoint. This measure forces Cuba to abandon 
her sy3tem of tariff for revenue only and adopt a protective
.tariif system. What Democrat will defend such a proposition? 
Nay, more; it forces Cuba to adopt a protective system against 
her own interests and not for her protection, but for the protec
tion of our industries seeking a market there. We do not say to 
Cuba," Reduce your duties upon our goods and let your con
sumers get the benefit thereof," but "Make your duties as you 
will, provided they be 20 per cent greater upon the goods of 
other countries than upon our goods." 

Let me demonstrate that Cuba is now upon a revenue basis. 
In the first place, her tariffs have been fixed by our own agents~ 
and adjusted for no other purpose than to supply revenues to run 
our military government there. All concessions that could be 
made in our favor have already been made. According to 
Colonel Bliss, our collector at Habana, Cuba's tariff rates now 
average an advalorem duty of 21t per cent. We furnish Cuba 
all her flour, 75 per cent of her mules, 95 per cent of her hogs, 99 
per cent of her corn, 89 per cent of her bran and fodder, 98 per 
cent of her oats, 90 per cent of her hay, all her canned, fresh, 
salt, and pickled beef, nearly all her bacon, ham, pork, lard, oleo
margarine, condensed milk, wood, lumber, shing~es, and furni
ture. 

In addition to these products we also send to Cuba, of her total 
imports, brick, 90 per cent; railway and street cars, 99t per cent· 
coal , 99 per cent; steel and steel rails, 88 per cent; agricultural 
machinery, 98 per cent; sewing machines, 90 per cent; engines, 
locomotives, and boilers, 62 per cent; sugar machinery, 93 per 
cent; all other machinery, 88 per cent. We are therefore not suf
fering to get the products of our mines, farms, forests, and pas
tures into Cuba. It is true she takes by far the larger part of her 
cotton goods from foreign lands, but that is not due to our inabil
ity to get into her market. Cuban· rates upon cotton goods is but 
23t per cent. We get into China in competition with the world 
without a discriminating duty in our favor and without the ad
vantage of near-by transportation. The reason we do not get into 
Cuba our cotton goods is that our patterns and styles are not 
adapted to their tastes and our merchants do not give long-time 
accommodations. Other countries have studied their wants; we 
must do the same. 

But I have digressed somewhat from the proposition that Cuba 
is now upon a revenue basis so far as her tariff rates are concerned. 
I will say in passing that our agricultural products, sugar ma
cl!inery, and structural iron are now practically upon the free 
list, the rate upon the latter being only 5 per cent ad valorem 
duty. It developed before the Ways and Means Committee that 
the revenues derived from the present tariff were hardly sufficient 
to support the government, and that the Cubans were disinclined 
to resort to other forms of taxation. Under the Platt amendment 
Cuba can not contract debts in excess of her revenues. There
fore, to give us the preferential duty of 20 per cent demanded by 
this bill, she must do it not by lowering her duty upon our goods, 
but by raising her duties upon foreign goods, thereby necessarily 
increasing their cost to Cuban consumers. 

In proof of my statement that it would be necessary, in comply
_ing with this bill, to have Cuba change her revenue system to a 
protective system, I quote from the testimony of Colonel Bliss 
before the Ways and Means Committee: 

In order to secure this trade it would be necessary to inaugura.~a . .new 
system of tariff for Cuba under which the minimum duty- would oo ~to 
the duty charged now, while the maximum would be, perhaps, about~ per 

cerit higher. In some cases it need not be that high, while in others it would 
have to be higher. 

Commenting upon this statement, the chairman of the commit
tee [Mr. PAYNE] said: 

Sufficiently advanced, in other words, to give the trade to the United 
St:~.tes? 

To which Colonel Bliss replied: 
Yes, sir. 
Some gentlemen insist that Cuba might reduce her tariffs upon 

om· goods and not raise them upon other foreign goods and still 
have revenues sufficient for her purposes. This upon the theory 
that a reduction of duty might increase importations and cause 
a corresponding increase of revenue. While this might be true, 
and would be true if Cuba had a protective system now, it is not 
true that you can increase revenues by lowering duties upon im
portations already admitted upon a revenue basis. 

But, :?!Ir. Chairman, even if we concede that the Cubans would 
reduce their tariff upon our _goods going there under this bill and 
not raise her duties upon importations from other countries, my 
proposition is still true; because if Cuba can afford to lower her 
duties upon our products and increase her revenues, it is also true 
that she could lower her duties upon other foreign importations 
and increase her revenue thereby and .give her consumers the 
benefit of competition. Gentlemen who contend otherwise are 
begging the question and standing out against a common-sense 
proposition. The whole purpose of the bill is to say to Cuba," You 
must give American industries protection to the extent of 20 per 
cent against foreign competition.'' 

Now, where is the Democrat who can consistently say that pro
tection is all wrong for American industries at our expense and 
all right in Cuba at her expense for the benefit of interests not 
her own? It is high handed and indefensible for us to go to help
less Cubans, under the pretense of giving them relief and giving 
them liberty, and say to them, you must make a perpetual treaty 
that you will at all times give the industrial interests of this 
country the advantage of 20 per cent, and 20 per cent protection, 
regardless of what your interests may be and regardless of what 
the cost to the consumers in Cuba may be. 

If there is a Democrat that will get up here and announce that 
that proposition is not absolutely indefensible, that it is not 
grossly immoral, outrageously unjust, undemocratic in substance 
in form, and in everything that goes to make up Democrati~ 
faith and Democratic doctrine, I want to hear him. It makes no 
difference what gentlemen's views may be as to whether this re
lief will go to Cuba or whether relief ought to go to Cuba, they 
ought not to violate Democratic doctrine in order to advance self
ish special interests. 

Members are here condemning Louisiana sugar men and beet
sugar men for voting in their interest, as they say, regardless of 
Democracy, and yet they propose to vote for a bill that forces 
Cubans to protect American industries for all time to come to 
the extent of 20 per cent against all foreign competition. How 
dare they criticise Louisiana Democrats and beet-sugar men for 
saying it is wrong to make an exception against them in a manner 
that does not inure to the benefit of the American consumer un
der the pretense of tariff reduction or getting reciprocal trade re-
lations? · 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to attempt to influ
ence any Democrat on this floor. I care not how the Republicans 
vote , but when. Democrats tell me that in order to prevent criti
cism at home, for fear somebody will say that I voted against 
tariff reduction, a~d to avoid t!J.e necessity of an. explanation, I 
should vote for this un-Republican and un-Democratic measure. 
this hybrid which comes hereunder the tongue of disrepute repu
diated by the Cuban themselves (because their absentee Pre~ dent 
says that less than33t per cent will do Cuba no good, and General 
Wood tells you that 20 per cent reduction will do Cuba no good) 
I answer that I will not accept such advice. ' 

So far as I am concerned, when I get home they will not ask me 
for an explanation. The only_ explanation flJ.at was ever asked of 
a Democrat down in the Democratic stronghold of Texas is How 
comes so many Democrats to vote with the Republicans? (Laugh
ter.] We always have to explain that when we do. [Laughter.] 
No Democrat was ever asked, when the Populist party was about 
to take Texas away from the Democracy, why Democrats voted 
against Republican measures. The que tion was always, Why 
do so many Democrats vote with Republicans in Congress and 
belp them get through their measures? [Laughter.] 

This is an Administration measure; this is a trust measure; 
this is an un-Democratic measure. I do not care about its viola
tion of Republican-platform pledges-it does not come here un
der the banner of Democracy. There is no Domocratic stand
point from which you can defend it, and if I have to make an 
explanation when I go home, I am going to ca-st a vote here that 
I can explain when I reach there. · 

J 
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I will not cast a vote that the only explanation I could give 
would be that I was afraid that somebody might think I voted 
against tariff reduction, when, if any man asked me if it was for 
tariff reduction, I would be obliged to tell him no. 

I expect to vote, as I have in the past, according to my convic
tions, with sincerity and perfect fidelity to my sen e of duty and 
allegiance to Democracy, conceding to every gentleman here on 
this side of the Chamber, if he sees fit to differ with me, the right 
to do so. I intend always to cast my vote regardless of what 
somebody at home may be thinking, and without keeping my ear 
to the ground to hear the rumbling of popular opinion. 

I intend to so vote that I ca!t go home and say to my people: 
This bill was not approved by anybody; that it came in here as a 
compromise Republican Administration measure as the handi
work of Republicans whipped into line by patronage and prom
ises of various kinds and under pressure from improper influences. 
I do not want to be obliged to admit that we got into the Repub
lican band wagon for fear somebody would think we were all 
gone wrong on tariff reform. 

I will tell them I believed the measure was brought in to help 
out the Republican Administration, to help out the Republican 
leaders from an unpleasant dilemma; that it was Democratic in 
no degree or in any respect; that it gave double protection to the 
trusts; that it put $8,000,000 into the pockets of the sugar trust 
and took it out of the Federal Treasury without any benefit to the 
American consumer; that it is sham reciprocity; that we were 
holding up the Cubans while they were helpless and forcing them 
to accept conditions more onerous than the Platt amendment. 

I will tell them these were my honest, conscientious convictions, 
and they will say to me what they have always said heretofore
that" We want you to vote your convictions, even if yon make a 
mistake sometimes, because we don't want a Representative that 
is afraid to vote against Republican principles for fear he will 
incur criticism at home.'' [Prolonged applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DALZELL having 

taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SHERMAN reported 
that the Committee of the Whole Houseon the state of the Union 
had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 12765) to provide for 
reciprocal trade relations with Cuba, and had come to no resolu
tion thereon. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills o~ the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker s table and referred to their appro
priate committees, as indicated below: 

S. R. 74. Joint resolution relating to publications of the Geo
logical Survey-to the Committee of Printing. 

S. 234. An act granting an increase of pension to James Frey
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 694. An act granting a pension to Jane Caton-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions; 

S. 899. An act granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Bowers-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

S. 1934. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Biloxi, in the State of 
Mississippi-to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; 

S. 24.09. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Rotan-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2738. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Hankins-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2975. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Hatchett-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3334. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas E. 
James-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3421. An act for the relief of Eleonora G. Goldsborongh-to 
the Committee on Claims. 

S. 3992. An act granting an increase of pension to David M. 
McKnight-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 40-12. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Norton-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 5o clock and12minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 

EXECUTIVE COIDmNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com

munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follow : 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of Her
man Graef against the United States-to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War. transmitting a letter fi:om 
the Sm·CTeon-General of the Army and recommending the retire
ment of that officer with the rank of major-general-to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in resuonse 
~ the inguiry ?f ~he House, a report in relation to improvements 
m the M1s our1 R1ver near St. Joseph-to the Committee on Riv
ers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, recommending certain 
amendments in the fortifications appropriation bill-to the Com
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII bills and resolutions of the follow
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named 
as follows: ' 

Mr. MOODY of Oregon, from the Committee on Indian Af
fairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2632) to 
am~nd an act entitled ."An act granting to the Clearwater Valley 
Railway Company a nght of way through the Nez Perces Indian 
land in Idaho," reported the same without amendment accom
panied by a report (No. 1515); which said bill and rep~rt were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

~Ir. WM. ALDEN SMITH, from the Committee on Pacific 
Raili·oads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
10299) authorizing the Santa Fe Pacific Railway Company to sell 
or lease its railroad property and franchises, and for other pur
poses reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a re
port (No. 1518); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. . 

Mr. GRIFFITH. from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3800) to grant cer
tain lands to the State of Idaho, reported the same without amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1519); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
to which was referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 56) 
providing for a modification in the adopted project for the im
provement of Everett Harbor, Washington, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1520); which 
said joint resolution and report were referred to the House Cal
endar. 

REPORTS OF COIDUTTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv
ered to the Clerk. and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: · 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 945) 
granting an increase of pension to William W . Richardson re
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1516); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the CommitteeonlnvalidPen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12468) 
for the relief of Phineas CmTan, reported the same with amend
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1517); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SALl\ION, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4969) for the relief of Madi
son County, Ky., reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 1521); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII committees were discharged from 

the consideration of the following bills; which were referreq as 
follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3243) granting a pension to William Cromie
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13148) for the relief of the personal representa
tives of John McCabe and Patrick McCabe, deceased-Commit
tee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

PUBLIC ~ILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions , and memorials 

of the following titles were introduced and sererally refeiTed as 
follows: 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 13474) providing for the 
construction of 30 submarine torpedo boats-to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 
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By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 13475) to provide for the im
provement in breeding of horses for general-purpose uses, and to 
enable the United States to procure better remoun~~ for the ~v
alry and artillery service-to the Committee on Military Affa?"s. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 13500) for the establish
ment of a light-house and fog sign~l at Isle au Haut, Me.-tothe 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OLMSTED, from the Committee on ~ections No.2: 
A re--.,olution (H. Res. 205) on the contested-election case of John 
E. Fowler v. Ch~rles R. Thomas-to the House Calendar. 

PRIVATE BILLS .AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: . . 
By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 13476) ~rantin~ a penSion 

to James Hawkins-to the Comnnttee on Invalid PensiOns. 
By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 13477) granting a~ in?re~e of 

pension to Jason Stevens-to the Comrmttee on Invalid PenSions. 
By Mr. DOUGLAS: A bill (H. R. 13478) gran?ng an increa~e 

of pension to Charles La Forest-to the Comrmttee on Invalid 
Pensions. . 

By Mr. GILLET of .New York: A b~ (H. R. 1347~) gr~ting 
a pension to Ira P. Smith-to the Committee on Inv~lid Pens10~. 

By Mr. HANBURY: A bill (H. R.134.80) to proVId~ an .Amen
can register for the steamer Brooklyn-to the Comnnttee on In
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JACKSON of ~a:nsas: A ~ill (H. R. 13481) to .correct 
the military record of William Martinson-to the Com.nnttee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. ~· 13482) grantin~ an increase ?f 
pension to Benjamin B. Morns-to the Comrmttee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13483) for the relief of Robert Ross-to the 
Committee on Military .A.:ffairs. 

By Mr. LESSLER: A bill (H. R. 13484) granting a pension to 
Hermann Cantor-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 13485) ~·anting a pe~
sion to Louisa Josephine Stanwood-to the Comrmttee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 13486) granting an increase of pension to 
Elvira'P. Gill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. METCALF: A bill (H. R. 1_3487) grantin~ a pen~on to 
Cornelia A. Thompson-to the Comnnttee on Invalid PensiOns. 

By Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R .. 13488) gran~g 
a pension to George A. Cooper-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS.of Maine: A b~ (H. R. 13489) to r~move 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Ephrarm W. 
Reynolds-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also a bill (H. R. 134.-90) granting a pension to Wilson M. 
May~to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 13491) granting a pension to Franklin 
Patme;-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A _bill (H. R. 13492) gra~ting an 
increase of pension to John W. Srmpson-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 13493) for the relief of Lewis Anderson-to 
the Co~ittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STORM: A bill (H.~· 13494) to pro~d~ for t~e exten
sion of letters patent for an · Improvement m insulating sub
marine cables "-to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. THOMAS o~ North Carolina:. A bill (H. R. 1~95) for 
the relief of R.N. White-to the Comrmttee on War Clarms. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13496) for the relief of the heirs of C. H. 
Foy-to the Committee on War Claims. . . 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R.13497) for the relief of the herrs of 
Dr. Samuel E. Hall, deceased-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13498) for the relief of John T. Bl·ewster
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A b~ (H. R. 1349_9) gra~ting 
a pension to Adam Young-to the Comrmttee on Invalid Pens1ons. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 

were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMS:. Resolu??n of Typograi_>hi~l Union N ?· 2, of 

Philadelphia, Pa., m oppos1ti?n to House bill5177, amending the 
copyright law-to the Comnnttee on Patents. 

By Mr. BROWN: Res?lutions. of the ~iscon.sin Farmers' In
stitute, Oconomowoc W1s.! relative to tlie colormg of oleomarga
rine-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also resolutions of the same institution, in favor of the rural 
free-dellvery system-to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

.Also, resolutions of the same, favoring a bill for the establish-
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ment and maintenance of schools of mines and mining-to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. . 

By Mr. BURK of Pennsylyania: ~esolutio~ .of Typographic~l 
Union No. 2, of Philadelphia, Pa., m oppositio~ to House bill 
5777, amending the copyright law-to the Cormmttee on Pate~ts. 

Also,-petition of Naval qomman~ No. 11 Camp 91, Spamsh
American War Veterans, Philadelphia, Pa., m support of House 
bill 3097 to reimburse them for money spent in clothing, etc.-to 
the Co~ittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petitions of mariners and citizens of 
Gloucester, Me., and vicinity, for a light-house at the. southwest 
entrance of Isle au Haut Thoroughfare, State of Marne-to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CANNON: P~perstoac~mpanrHouse bill13472, ~ant
ing an increase of penSion to LeWIS E. Wilcox-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Resolutions of Lieutenant William N. Child 
Post, No. 226, Marietta, Pa., and John M. Goo~ Post, N<?· 502, 
Elizabethtown Pa. Grand Army of the Republic, approvmg of 
House bill 3067-to 'the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Ml.·. COOMBS: Petition of R. Wylie and others, of Napa, 
Cal., asking for an ame"D:dment to the C<?n.stitntion defining legal 
marriage-to the Comrmttee on the Judiciary. 

Also resolutions of Retail Clerks' Union No. 506, of Petaluma, 
Cal. f~voring the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law-to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. . . . 

Also resolutions of the same, favormg the Chinese-exclusiOn 
act-u; the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CONRY:.Petition?fCharles McManus a~dothers, urg
ing the passage of House bills 178 and 179, proposmg to reduce 
the tax on whisky-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COONEY: Protest of businessmen of Humansville, Mo., 
against the enactment of House bill 6578, known as the parcels
post bill-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CROMER: Petition of A. McCormick and others, urging 
the passage of House bills 178 and 1 t9, pro_posing to reduce the tax 
on whisky-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also resolutions of Typographical Union No. 284, of Anderson, 
Ind., r~lating to House bill5777-to the Co~i~ on Patents .. 

Also resolution of Bolt and Nut Makers Umon, of Muncie, 
Ind. f~voring an educational qualification for immigrants-to the 
Com'mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FEELY: Petition~ of sundry Polis? societies of qhl
cao-o Til.. favoring House bill16, for the erection of an equestrian 
s~~e to 'the late General Pulaski at Washington, D. C.-to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also petitions of the Chicago Daily Drovers' Journal and the 
Live Stock World, requesting the enactment of th~ Wadswort~ 
substitute in lieu of House bill 9206-to the Comrmttee on Agn
culture. 
. By Mr. HANBURY: Pape~ to accompanyHo.use bill132~~' for 
the relief of Simon W. Larkin-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, papers to ~company House bill 7775! granting an i:r;lCrease 
of pension to DaVId Parker-to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

. I s10ns. 
Also, memorial of the New York Produce Exchange, favoring 

House bill8337 to amend an act to regulate commerce-to the 
Committee on. Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also resolutions of Levi P. Morton Club, Ocean Hill Repub
lican Club, of Brooklyn, and Coopers' Interna~onal Union No. 2, 
of New York City, in favor of the proposed mcrease of pay of 
letter carriers-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post
Roads. 

Also letters of New York and Cuba Mail Steamship Company, 
of Ne~ York, Holland-American Line, of New York, Hamburg
American Line of New York, and John C. Seager Company, of 
New York protesting against the passage of HotlBe bill No. 9059, 
known as the Tawney bill-to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: ~esolutions o~ Federal ~abo! Union_ of 
Centerville Iowa, favonng an educational qualification for rm
migrants-to the Committee on Immigration and N aturaliza
tion. 

By Mr. JACK: Petition of J. M. Guffey Division, No. 579, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Greensburg, Pa., favor
ing the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Transfiguration Society, of Moun~ P~~as
ant Pa., favoring the erection of a statue to the late Bngamer
Ge~eral Count Pulaski at Washingt-on-to the Committee on the 
Library. 
. Also, petition of G. W. M. ~enry and others of ~atrobe, Pa., 
urging the passage of House bills 178 and 179, proposmg to reduce 
the tax on whisky-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Finley Patch Post, No. 137, Blairsville, Pa., 
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and E. R. Brady Post, No. 242, Brookville, Pa., Grand Army of 
the Republic, favoring a bill providing pensions to certain officers 
and men in the Army and Navy of the United States when 50 
years of age and over, and increasing widows' pensions to $12 
per month-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
· By :Mr. KERN: Resolutions of the Labor Union No. 8060, of 
New Athens, and Labor Union No. 8997, of Salem, TIL , favoring 
an educational qualification for immigrants-to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of Lodge No. 545, Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen of East St. Louis, ill. , in support of the bill known as 
"the Foraker-Corliss safety-appliance bill "-to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Ellsworth Post, No. 669, Gra,nd Army of 
the Republic, Columbia, Til., favoring the construction of war 
vessels in the United States navy-yards-to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Resolutions of Lodge No. 491, Brotherhood 
of Locomotive Firemen, Austin, Tex., favoring an educational 
restriction on immigration-to the Committee on Immigration 
and Natm·alization. 

Also, Tesolutions of the same lodge, in favor of the exclusion of 
the Chinese-to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By :Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of citizens ·of Thomaston, 
Me. , for an appropriation for a monument to the memory of 
Maj. Gen. Henry Knox-to the Committee on the Library. 

Also resolutions of Pine Tree Lodge, No. 366, Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, for the furthel' restriction of immigration
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Protest of 54 merchants of Clarence, Mo., 
against the enactment of a parcels-post law-to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Canton, Mo. , asking for the passage 
of House bills 178 and 179-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAHON: Resolutions of Sm·geon Charles Bower Post, 
No. 457 , Newton, Pa., and A. G. Tucker Post, No. 52, Lewisburg, 
Pa., Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the passage of House 
bill 3067-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Paper to accompany House bill13451, to 
coiTect the -military record of Charles Mohn-to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also. papers to accompany House bill 12382, granting a pension 
to William Sands- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Robert Oldham Post, No. 527, and L. F . 
Chapman Post, No. 61, Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of Pennsylvania, favoring the passage. of House bi113067-to the 
Committ ee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Street Railway Employees, Division No. 
169 of Easton, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration- to the 
Co~ittee on Immigration and Naturalization. · 

Also, resolution of Typographical Union No.2, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., in opposition to House bill 5777, amending the copyright 
law-t.o the Committee on Patents. 

· Also resolution of Onoka Lodge, No. 211, Brotherhood of Loco
motiv~ Firemen, Easton, Pa. asking that the desert-land laws be 
repealed, etc.-to the Committee on the Public Lands. . 

Also. resolutions of Onoka Lodge, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen and Electrical Workers Union No". 91 , of Easton, Pa., 
favoring' the exclusion of Chinese laborers-to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Bv ].rr. OTJEN: Petition of J. E. Rivers and other citizens of 
Wisconsin in favor of Hous~ bills 178 and 179, reducing the tax 
on distilled spirits-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolution of Milkmen's Protective Union 
No. 8·744, Rochester, N.Y. , favoring the construction of war ves
sels at the Government navy-yards-to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr . POWERS of. :Maine: Paper to accompany House b~ 
for the relief of FI·anklin Palmer-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany 
Hou e bill for the relief of Carter B. Harrison-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also paper to accompany House bill for the relief of B. C. 
Knapp-t.o the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\1r. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Federal Labor Union 
No. 6620 of Fort Wayne, Ind., favoring the restriction of the 
immigration of cheap labor from the south and eas t of Europe
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By M1·. RYAN: Petition of Buffalo Branc~ of Interna?on~l 
Musical Union, asking for amendment of section 5 of the m 
gration law to protectAmerican musicians-to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House bill 
g1·anting an increase of pension to John W. Simpson- to the Com

·mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: Papers to accompany House bill13320, grant
ing an increase of pension to Charles E. Simmons-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany 
House bill for the relief of the heirs of C. H. Foy-to the Com
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of R.N. 
White-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Paper to accompany House 
bill13499,granting a pension to Adam Young_.to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON: Resolutions of Levi P . Morton Club, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y. , indorsh;t.g House bill6279, to increase the pay of 
letter carriers-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post
Roads. 

Also, resolutions of. the Sam Smith Protective Union, No. 9099, 
of Brooklyn, favoring restriction of immigi·ation-to the Com
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of Miriam Hibbs and other citizens 
of Philadelphia, Pa., for an amendment to the Constitution pre
venting polygamous marriages-to the Committee on the J u
diciary. 

Also, petitiop. of J ohn Kilinski Society, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
fovoring the passage of House bill 16-to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, petition of Typographical Union of Philadelphia, Pa., 
urging the defeat of House bill5777 and Senate bill2894, amend
ing the copyright law-to the Committee on Patents. · 

Also, petition of the Woman Suffrage Society of the county of 
P hiladelphia, Pa., asking for the appointment of a commission 
to investigate woman suffrage in Western States-to the Com
mittee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Resolutions of Clark Lodge, No. 297,Brother
hood of Locomotive Firemen, Jeffersonville, Ind., favoring an 
educational qualification for immigrants-to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

SENATE. 
THJJRSDAY," .Ap:ril 10, 1902. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H . Mil.~URN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro

ceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLmGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap
proved, without objection. It is approved. 

SURG. GEN. GEORGE M. STERNBERG. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com

munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Surgeon-General of the Army, giving his Teasons why Con
gress should retire him with the Tank of major-general in the 
Army of the United States on the 8th of June next; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Mil
itary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THE TRA..~SPORT SERVICE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com

munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting in response 
to a resolution of January 21,1902, a letter from the Commissary
General, inclosing a revised exhibit showing the cost to the Sub
sistence Department of the United States transports plying be
tween the United States and the Philippine Islands during the 
year ended December 31, 1901, etc.; which, with the accompany
ing papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

SPANISH TREATY CL.AnlS. 
"The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com

munication from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 24th ultimo, a list of the claims which he is 
now defending before the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission, 
together with the number, the names and residences of all the 
claimants, the citizenship, etc. ; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. , 

PETITIONS .AND MEMORI.ALS. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a memorial of Typographical 

Union No. 284, of Anderson, Ind., 1·emonstrating against the 
adoption of certain amendments to the copyright law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented petitions of the Puritan Bed Spring Company, 
of Bass and Woodworth, and of the Western Furniture Company, 
all of the city of Indianapolis, in the State of Indiana, praying for 
the adoption of certain amendments to the interstate-commer<W 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com-

~ . 
merce~ _ 
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